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On November 25" 
representatives of the Canadian 
Taxpayers Federation (CTF) held 
simultaneous news conferences in 
front of billboards erected in five 
Canadian provinces to launch a 
national CUT TAXES NOW! 
campaign. 

The response so far has been 
overwhelming. 

Petitions are rolling in and 
beleaguered taxpayers are logging 
onto www.taxpayer.com for on-line 
support and links in record numbers. 

Earlier, the CTF outlined before 
the House of Commons Finance 
Committee a plan to cut taxes by 
$10 billion in the 1999 federal 
budget (see story page 6) — an 
amount to be drawn from reduced 
spending rather than from the so- 
called “surplus” which rightly 
belongs to Employment Insurance 
Fund contributors (see page 8). 

But didn’t Paul Martin cut taxes 
in his last budget? In a word: no. 

Part of the CTF’s submission to 
the Finance Committee was to show 
that modest tax reductions in the 
1998 federal budget were more than 
offset by the impact of “bracket 
creep” and a near doubling of 
Canada Pension Plan premiums. 

And that doesn’t include the 
growing list of nickel and dime 
items that empty your pockets. This 
issue of The Taxpayer details Sheila 
Copps’ tape tax and new fines for — 
wait for it — swearing on 
Parliament Hill! Yikes ... if the 
government gets serious about 
enforcing that one they’ll have the 
$#@*&! debt paid off in no time ... 
whoops! 

But while the CTF wants to lower 
taxes for all Canadians ... it does 
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Troy is the National Communications 
Director for the Canadian Taxpayers 


NOT want Canadians to stop paying 
their taxes altogether. 

Each year we receive hundreds of 
inquires about whether income taxes 
are “illegal” (see story on page 10) 
and now there’s a group which 
claims it can help you to legally 
avoid paying income tax. 

So what. Even if the claims were 
true, governments could change the 
rules in a heartbeat and we would be 
no further ahead. 

The long term prospect of low 
taxes can only be secured with broad 
public demand and support — which 
is precisely what the CTF’s CUT 
TAXES NOW! campaign is aimed at. 

Tax relief can be realized if 
Canadians get behind this effort: 
write a letter, send an e-mail, call a 
talk show, circulate a petition, run 
for office. The only thing standing 
between tax relief and the 1999 
federal budget is inaction. 

Ask two dedicated devotees to 
the taxpayers movement. This fall 
we note the departure of Norm 
Wallace and Robert Pauliszyn from 
the CTF. Norm was the last of the 
founding CTF directors to retire 
from the Board, but not before 
dedicating 9 years as a volunteer. 
Robert worked five years for the 
CTF, both as a field services 
representative in Alberta and as a 
researcher in British Columbia. He 
has accepted a new job. Both men 
made an immeasurable contribution 
to this organization and to the 
taxpayers movement at large. We 
salute you both! 

They remind us in the backdrop 
of this current campaign that while 
death and taxes may be a certainty, 
being taxed to death is not! 
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Reaching for the stars 


Canada’s little known Space 
Agency, with a budget this year of 
$350 million, decided to hit the 
stars. Like NASA which sent 77- 
year-old Astronaut John Glenn into 
space, the CSA was looking for a 
similar publicity stunt to increase its 
favour in the public eye. 

But with no 80-year-old astro- 
nauts sitting around, the CSA took a 
slightly different approach. The 
agency had itself written into the 
script of a Quebec- 

based TV soap opera 
called Watatatow. 
One of 
stars 
decided 
to be- 
come an 
aero- 
space 
engineer and 
a female student kept 
a photo of Julie Payette, a Canadian 
astronaut, taped inside her locker for 
inspiration. Another was chosen to 
attend a space camp for Canadian 
youth and at a booth at a local 
science fair a student showed the 
benefits of space research. All 
this was done to show Canadi- 
ans there is supposedly some 
benefit to Canada spending 
nearly a half a billion dollars a 
year on space exploration. 

Unfortunately, getting written 
into a script comes with a price — 
$225,000 to be exact. So whether its 
getting a star on your door or flying 
to them, taxpayers pay the bill. 

Globe and Mail 


It’s a bird, it’s a plane, no... it’s 
wasted money 


The Department of Defence recently bought 
100 light helicopters for the airforce. They cost 
$1.2 billion and were intended to transport the 


army’s new howitzers into battle. Not that Canada 
plans to go to war anytime soon, as most of these 
purchases help fulfil Canada’s commitments to 
NATO and the UN. 

However, the department so botched the 
purchase that some wonder if it should be consid- 
ered a casualty of war. 

In an effort to save money, the department went 
with commercial helicopters instead of heavy-lift, 
military models. This was not an attempt to save 
taxpayers money, since the department figured it 
could buy more helicopters. However, the weight 
of the howitzers was underestimated by 100 kg. 
This mistake puts the purchase in jeopardy be- 
cause now the helicopters can only carry the 
howitzers 25 miles instead of the 100 miles that 


they need to. 
Globe and Mail 


Eco-taxism 

You’ve heard of eco-terrorism, well now there 
is eco-taxism and its hard to tell which is worse. 
In this case, taxpayers are going to be terrorized 
with a tax rate of 112%! It’s true. The BC govern- 
ment’s Consumer Product Stewardship Program 
applies an “eco-fee” (not a tax of course) to 
paints, solvents, flammable liquids and 
pesticides...gasoline could be next! And the GST 
and PST is applied on top of this “fee.” 

A small business owner in North Vancouver 
wrote the CTF to show the calculation on a simple 
four litre jug of paint thinner: The product costs 
$1.86 -- the “eco-fee” adds another $1.60, and 
the GST/PST come to 48 cents for a grand total of 
$3.94. This means the tax take is $2.08. 

Of course, the tax portion doesn’t include the 
multitude of other taxes paid by businesses in 
Canada. The costs of corporate income taxes, 
business taxes and property taxes are already 


included in the price of the product. 
CTF files 


Don’t play around with Vancouver 
city hall 


Vancouver city council recently nailed an 
architect with a $41 building permit. The council 
wasted hours coming to the decision and even set 
up a special “show-cause” hearing to discuss the 
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issue. 

The problem was that Stephen 
Sinclair wanted to build a playhouse 
for his children in his backyard. But 
unfortunately, Vancouver city hall 
wants to wring every dollar it can 
out of its citizens and requires a 
building permit for play- 
houses. To get around it, 
Stephen decided to call 
the playhouse a boat 
which Vancouver city 
council still hasn’t 
figured out how to 
tax. In fact, he 
went so far as to 
register the 
wooden structure 
with the federal 
transportation 
department. 

After Vancou- 
ver City Hall 
debated the issue 
for hours, which a 
number of council- 
lors called a com- 
plete waste of time, 
they decided that the 
playhouse was not a boat 
and required Mr. Sinclair to 

purchase the permit. After 
fighting city council for three 
years, it appears he will pay 
the fee instead of pushing the 
fight. 
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Don’t swear at MPs 


The federal government is trying 
to come up with new ideas for 
raising revenues without actually 
increasing taxes. The search for this 
“lost city of gold” started about 2 
years ago when the government set up a commit- 
tee to look at instituting fines for those breaking 
rules on government property. To date they have 
come up with nearly 2,000 new fines and hope to 
have 8,000 in place before it’s all said and done. 
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Did you know that an individual could be fined 
$300 for trying to talk someone out of joining 
the Canadian military? The next time you take 
your pet llama for a walk in a national park make 
sure it’s muzzled. If it eats one blade of grass 
without a proper permit you could be subject to a 
fine of $75. Yes, the law specifically names 
llamas which are apparently the pre- 
ferred mode of travel for outfitters 
because they can carry a heavier 
load than horses. No doubt elk 
and deer would be next on the 
list if they could only figure 
out who they could con to 
pay the fine. If you want to 
swear at federal politicians 
because of these stupid 
regulations make sure you 
do it at home because if 
they catch you swearing on 
Parliament Hill, or any 
other federal building for 
that matter, you could be on 
the hook for a $100 fine. So 
be careful, these fines have 
already raked in over 
$70,000! 


Us 


Globe and Mail 


Fun in the sun 


This past October, the Vancouver Prov- 
ince uncovered that BC MLAs were planning to 
allow family members to join them on all gov- 
ernment related travel with flights, meals, and 
hotel rooms paid for by taxpayers. The uproar 
over this revelation caused the government to 
scrap the program. 

Well just two weeks after the program was 
“supposedly” cancelled, the Province discovered 
four BC MLAs including two NDP backbenchers 
and one independent took their spouses and in 
one case, a child, on a taxpayer-funded trip to 
Wellington, New Zealand. They were attending 
the annual conference of the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association. In addition, taxpayers 
also paid for a legislative clerk and his wife and 
for the speaker of the BC legislature to attend 
the 10-day conference. 

The government refused to say how much the 
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south seas junket cost taxpayers 
citing ‘privacy provisions.’ Wonder Speaking of waste 
if Revenue Canada considers this a _The senate has just approved a budget of $3.3 
taxable benefit (see last story in million to improve its image. It’s an image some 
this section)? would argue could only be improved by abolishing 
itself. 
Whatever your opinion on the Senate, it’s 
certain that spending over $3 million to improve 


$18 million shredded its image will do more harm than good. 


The Canadian International 
Development Agency (CIDA) may 


cut some of its assistance to the The grinch who stole Christmas 


country of Jamaica. CIDA has a rae : 
program which supplies Canadian In the spirit of Christmas, Revenue Canada 
products to foreign announced this past fall, that it considers company 
countries which is provided Christmas parties a taxable benefit. 
then sold. The Revenue Canada wants 
money from the sale companies to list the 
of goods is cost of these 
supposed to parties on their 
fund employees’ T4 slip 
specific so Ottawa can rip 
humanitar- more income tax 
ian projects. out of hard- 
Referred to as working Canadians. 
Revenue Minister 


Counterpart Funds, 
CIDA has handed out Herb Dhaliwal did 


$1.2 billion under this ny oo ee 
program between 1987 and 1992. eye Canada will only go after Christmas 
Fite ti Koncerned that the parties in excess of $100 a person. Yeah, right. 
money made available to Jamaica This from the same group who promised to get rid 
under this program is not getting of the GST. : 
to those who really need it. In a similar vein, Revenue Canada recently 
Phere aexnis: ine emul R18 investigated the University of Saskatchewan in 
a | million missing. When CIDA Saskatoon because of its parking lot. The Univer- 
i questioned how the money was sity charges its employees $36.47 for an eight 
spent, they got no satisfactory month rental of non-electric stall and $68 for an 
answers. In fact, when CIDA electric one. These costs represent the Universi- 
auditors showed up in Jamaica to ty’s break even point. This is where Revenue 
investigate, they saw, first hand, Canada got upset. Apparently it believes that the 
relevant documents difference between what the 
being shredded. University charges and the 
tees this 33 fot fair market value for those 
new. Six years ago, stalls is a taxable benefit 
CIDA officials for employees. Conse- 


realized there were problems pe quently, if Revenue — 
in Jamaica and approached the , believes fair market value 


government to audit the for an electric stall is 
program, which it refused to $200, then the difference is 


do a taxable benefit. 
Star Phoenix & Edmonton Sun 


Vancouver Province 


CTF files 


Financial Post 
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: 
Making tax cuts 


by Walter Robinson 


The CTF’s CUT TAXES NOW! campaign is 
on a roll. Spokespeople are doing media 
interviews and speaking 
engagements from coast to | 
coast to push our proposals — 
for $10 billion in 
immediate tax relief. 
Billboards are strategically 
situated in high traffic 
locations in nine Canadian «: 
cities and membership ee 
representatives are LATHERDALE 
pushing our national CUT = 
TAXES NOW! petition. 

Our pre-budget 
submission to the House 
of Commons Finance 
Committee outlined our 
tax relief proposals for the 
1999 federal budget. 
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A 10% across-the-board tax cut which would 
leave almost $7.5 billion in the pockets of 
working Canadians. This would reduce personal 
income tax brackets from 17%, 26% and 29% to 
15%, 24%, and 27%. 


Re-index the income tax brackets, credits and 
basic personal exemption to inflation. This 
proposal would leave an additional $850 million 
in Canadian pockets and end the invisible tax 
known as “bracket creep” that punishes all 
Canadians, but especially the working poor. 


Elimination of the remaining 3% and 5% federal 
surtaxes. With the deficit eliminated, the 
existence of these taxes is repugnant! 
Implementing this proposal leaves $1.7 

billion in the pockets of taxpayers. 


For many years, the CTF has been a lonely voice 
in the wilderness with its demands for tax relief. But 
now the Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development (OECD) and the International 
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Monetary Fund 
(IMF) have also 
released reports that 
point to Canada’s 
punishingly high tax 
burden. A recent 
Ottawa Citizen 
headline said it all: 
World to Canada: Cut 
Taxes. 

Since the launch of 
our campaign, the 
House of Commons 
Finance Committee 
released a summary 
report on its 
consultations entitled 
Facing the Future: 
Challenges and 
Choices for a New Era. 
As is customary, the Liberal 
dominated committee fundamentally 
disregarded our well thought out, and factually 
documented submission that argued for tax cuts as one 
of the best way to liberate taxpayers, grow the economy, 
and raise more long-term revenues for debt reduction 
and other priorities. 

Your help is needed now. We need to make Paul 
Martin (see rhetoric on page 19) put our money where 
even he says it belongs: in our pockets. Please take a 
moment to clip our petition (following page), photocopy 
it, and encourage your family, friends and co-workers to 
sign it, then forward it to us and we promise to deliver 
these petitions directly to the Finance Minister before 
the February budget. 

The power to CUT TAXES NOW! is in your hands. 


Give your head a shake, Mr. Maniey!! 


arguably high tax levels, if anything, should 
increase productivity because it would drive 
innovation in order to lower other costs/7 

- John Manley, Minister of Industry, December 1998. 
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Please copy & distribute 


Cut Taxes 
ENS PETITION 


To the Honourable Paul Martin, Minister of Finance: 


Taxes in this country are too high and still climbing! They are killing jobs, eroding family incomes and making saving for the 
future impossible. They are stripping the poorest Canadians of opportunity and sending our best and brightest to live and work 
outside the country. It is time to chart a new course. 


We the undersigned urge you to cut income tax by 10 percent, re-index the income tax system to inflation and eliminate the 
surtaxes that we were told would disappear after we reached a balanced budget. 


Lower taxes will stimulate growth, unearth the underground economy, create more jobs and ultimately generate more revenue for 
your government to dedicate to debt reduction and program priorities. 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Name (print): Signature: 
Address: 


Mail or fax completed petitions to: Canadian Taxpayers Federation, 4105-438 Victoria Ave East, Regina, SK, S4N ON7 
Fax: 306-352-7203 or 1-800-465-4464 


by Richard Truscott 


uess what? Canada is 
bout to institute a tax on 
jobs. That’s right — 
Ottawa plans to tax you for holding 
or creating a job! 

Finance Minister Paul Martin is 
effectively using the Employment 
Insurance Fund and its $7 billion 
surplus for purposes other than 
employment insurance (EI). If this 
continues, the pretence that EI is a 
program to help unemployed 
workers will be over. It will be a tax 
on employment, plain and simple. 

When it was originally set up, EI 
was a temporary source of income 
for full-time workers who unexpect- 
edly lost their job. Today, EI covers 
about 96% of the workforce, includ- 
ing part-time workers, and offers 
parental and sickness benefits in 
addition to income support. 

To get these benefits, workers and 
employers contribute premiums. But 
the more Paul Martin raids EI to pay 
for other things, premiums will be 
linked less and less to insurance 
coverage. Like income tax and the 
GST, premiums pay government 
bills, in effect an “Employment Tax.” 
The more you work, the more you 
pay. The more people you employ, 
the more you pay. 

And how will this affect jobs? 
Employers will be discouraged from 
hiring. People lucky enough to get a 
job will work “under the table” to 
avoid the tax. In the ultimate irony, a 
program supposed to help unem- 
ployed workers will end up creating 
more unemployment. 

So where did this surplus of El 
money come from and why is it so 
tempting to the government? 

In 1998, workers and employers 
will collectively pay $19 billion into 
the EI fund but only $12 billion will 
be paid out in benefits, leaving a 
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surplus of $7 
billion, Thanks to 
a growing 
economy and 
lower benefits, the 
account will 
accumulate a ‘paper’ 
surplus of about $20 billion by the 
end of this year, more than enough to 
see us through a major recession. Yet 
that ‘surplus’ exists only on paper. EI 
taxes flow into general revenues and 
Ottawa tracks how much is owed to 
the EI fund. 

The government, with the advice 
of the Employment Insurance 
Commission, is supposed to set 
premiums so that the EI account is 
balanced through an economic cycle 
of recession and growth. When there 
is a big surplus, the law demands that 
money be returned to workers and 
employers through lower premiums. 

Right now 
the chief 
actuary of the 
EI fund says 
Ottawa can 
reduce premi- 
ums by as 
much as 33%. 
If this was 
done, a worker 
earming 
$39,000 or 
more would 
pay $350 less 
per year in 
premiums and 
his employer 
$500 less. 

Instead, 
1999 EI taxes 
have only been 
cut by $60 for 
employees and 
$82 for | 
employers. 


The winners 


The losers 


\ Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Alberta, Ontario and 
BC received less benefits than was paid out 
in contributions. 


| 

| 

| NFLD, PEI, NS, NB & Quebec received more in 
| benefits than was paid out in contributions. 


decrease is offset by 

the rise in Canada 
Pension Plan (CPP) 
taxes, which will tag 
workers and employers 
with a $118 increase! 
That means total payroll 
taxes on someone 
earning $39,000 in 1999 
willac- tually increase -- by $58 
for the employee and $36 for his 
employer!) 

So why does Martin want to 
continue raiding the EI fund and turn 
it into a permanent Employment 
Tax? 

Truth is, the Finance Minister 
declared victory over the deficit too 
early, and started spending surplus 
money he didn’t have. Instead of 
building his budget surplus on the 
realistic foundation of reduced 
spending, he built it on the optimis- 
tic expectation of increased rev- 


The winners & losers 


What provinces paid out in Employment Insurance contributions 
compared to what they received in El benefits between 1990 & 1997. 


(And that 
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one purpose only: EI benefits. 

In an interview with the Ottawa 
Citizen earlier this year, Martin said, 
“Tt really do start from the premise 
that government is not entitled as a 
matter of right to the money.” 

EI premiums are regressive; they 
fall most heavily on those at the 
bottom of the income scale. A 
reduction would not only benefit 
low income Canadians, they would 
also help employers and encourage 
job creation. In 1996 Paul Martin 


called payroll taxes like EI a “cancer 
on job creation.” 

Given that comment, as Edmon- 
ton columnist Lorne Gunter aptly 
pointed out -- that makes Paul 
Martin Canada’s leading 
carcinogen. Ml 


enues. Martin made big promises 
based on expectations of a massive 
surplus, But when the economy 
slowed and the expected surplus 
shrunk he continues to need the El 
money to bail himself out! 

Martin talked about using the EI 
surplus to reduce personal income 
taxes, pay down the debt and 
increase health care spending -- 
laudable goals to be sure. But 
workers and employers paid out 
these premiums for one purpose and 


A taxpayer victory 


A recent Supreme Court of 
Canada ruling that struck down 
Ontario’s probate fees as illegal 


a> 
National Communications Director Troy Lanigan in front the CTF billboard in 
Vancouver calling for the federal government to cut taxes. The CTF kicked off its 


“Cut Taxes Now” campaign on Wednesday, November 25, 1998 with news 
conferences across Canada. 


will lead to greater transparency 
and accountability when it comes 
to our government’s ability to 
levy taxes. 

In a nutshell, the court ruled 
that governments cannot arbitrar- 
ily introduce or raise “fees” - in 
this case to register and execute a 
will - that bear absolutely no 
relationship to the cost of a 
service. Probate fees, by any 
definition, are dressed-up 
inheritance taxes. Taxes, say the 
judges, must be approved by 
legislatures rather than cabinet 
ministers. 

This decision will not lower 
taxes overnight. But it may in the 
long term force legislators to 
debate so-called fees, tolls, 
levies, surcharges, or any other 
euphemism — for what they 
really are - TAXES. 


CPP premium increases cost 200,000 jobs 


A study released by CD Howe stated that increases 
in Canada Pension Plan premiums will cost the 
economy 200,000 jobs. 

In his report entitled, “The CPP Payroll Tax Hike: 
Macroeconomic Transition Costs and Alternatives’, 
Peter Dugan of the University of Toronto studied the 
impact the CPP premiums announced last year by the 
federal government will have on the Canadian 
economy, . 

Dugan estimates that Ottawa’s plans to increase 
CPP premiums from 6.4% in 1997 to 9.9% in 2003 
will reduce the Gross Domestic Product (size of the 
economy) by $13 billion. 

A 1995 study by the federal department of 
Finance said that the CPP premium increases 


between 1986 to 1993 cost Canadians 26,000 jobs. 
Another study that same year by the Bank of 
Canada stated that the federal and provincial 
governments killed 130,000 jobs over four years 
because of higher payroll taxes. 

It is a clear picture of a generational transfer as the 
federal government pulls jobs away from the young to 
pay for pensions for the old. The process is simply 
unsustainable. 

Instead of increasing premiums, Dugan put forward 
a number of alternatives. One of his suggestions 
included privatizing the CPP and. replacing it with a 
mandatory registered retirement plan recommended by 
the CTF. Such a change could easily provide higher 
pension benefits at substantially lower premiums. 
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By Mel Smith, OC 


It is not surprising that at a time when the beleaguered 
Canadian taxpayer is bending low from the ever increas- 
ing tax burden imposed upon him by three levels of 
government some will clutch at any straw in the hope it 
will lighten the load. 

One such straw is the mistaken belief that the federal 
government does not have the power under the Canadian 
constitution to impose an income tax on Canadians. Some 
claim that the government’s efforts to do so, which first 
began as a wartime scheme in 1917, is a well-concealed 
fraud. These people invariably quote in support of their 
position a 1950 decision of the Supreme Court of Canada 
in a case entitled Attorney General of Nova Scotia versus 
Attorney General of Canada and Lord Nelson Hotel 
Company Ltd. 

Unfortunately, I am sorry to say that neither a fair 
reading of the Constitution nor of the Lord Nelson case 
gives any support for the proposition that federal income 
tax is illegal or unconstitutional. Let me explain. 


The breakdown of power 


Sections 91 and 92 of the Constitution Act, 1862 list 
subject matters over which the federal and provincial 
governments can exercise legislative jurisdiction. Section 
91 sets out the federal powers; section 92 the provincial 
powers. Each level of government is stated to have 
exclusive jurisdiction over its own particular subject 
matters, which means the other level is excluded from 
legislating on those subjects. Since each level of govern- 
ment imposes taxes, it is not surprising that under the 
Constitution each is given a specific taxing power. The 
federal taxing power is contained in clause 3 of Section 
91 which reads, “The raising of money by any mode or 
system of taxation.” One would find it difficult to devise 
a comparable set of words which could convey any 
clearer the intention to make the taxing power of the 
federal government all embracing in scope. 

The provincial taxing power, on the other hand, is 

contained in clause 2 of Section 92 which reads, “Direct 

taxation within the Province in order to the raising of a 

revenue for provincial purposes.” 

The argument saying the federal income tax is 
illegal goes something like this. Since each level of 
government is afforded under the Constitution 
exclusive jurisdiction on the subject matter listed to 
the exclusion of the other (true) and since income tax 
is direct taxation (true), then only the provinces can 
impose income tax (false). 

The fallacy lies in not 
reading fully what the 
provincial taxing powers 
says. It does not say the 
provinces have the exclu- 
sive right to impose direct 
taxation. What it does say is that the provinces have 
exclusive right to impose direct taxation to raise “rey- 
enue for provincial purposes.” By contrast, when the 
federal government imposes an income tax it does so for 
federal purposes (obviously) and therefore it cannot be 
said to be infringing upon the provincial taxing power. 
The provincial taxing power, i.e. direct taxation for 
provincial purposes, must be looked upon as carving out 
a small chunk of the ample federal taxing power de- 
scribed above. It means the federal government cannot 
impose direct taxation (including income tax) for “pro- 
vincial purposes”, but why would it want to? 


Don’t forget the Caron case 


The above interpretation is supported by the highest 
judicial authority. In the 1924 case of Caron v. The King, 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, Canada’s 
highest court at the time affirmed unequivocally that the 
federal parliament had the constitutional power under 
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section 91(3) to impose an income tax. 

The Privy Council decision in the 
Caron case, which affirmed the judge- 
ment of the Supreme Court of Canada, is 
the first, last and determinative word on 
the question of the constitutional validity 
of federal income tax. Those who 
champion the 1950 decision in the Lord 
Nelson Case, which we will see has 
nothing to do with the federal income tax 
question, are either unaware of, or totally 
ignore the Caron case. Is it a case of “my 
mind’s made up, don’t confuse me with the law?” 

In the Caron case, Lord Phillmore speaking for the 
Privy Council stated: 

It is true that by the provisions of s. 92 the Legislature 
in each Province may exclusively make laws in relation to 
certain matters coming within the classes of subjects 
which are there enumerated, and that one of the classes 
of subjects is “direct” taxation with the Province in order 
to the raising of a revenue for provincial purposes. 

As such particular direct taxation is reserved to the 
Province, to that extent there is some deduction to be 
made from the totality of power apparently giving 
exclusively to the Dominion Parliament to raise money 
from any purpose by any mode or system of taxation. 


The Lord Nelson Myth 


This leads us to a consideration of the Lord Nelson 
Hotel case. What did it really decide and how is it that 
over the years it has become the Holy Grail of those who 
claim that federal income tax is unconstitutional? 

The case concerns an attempt by the government of 
Nova Scotia to provide by enabling legisla- 
tion the delegation of certain of its exclusive 
legislative powers to Parliament in Ottawa 
and also to provide Ottawa the power to 
delegate certain of its powers to the legisla- 
ture of Nova Scotia. The Bill was passed in 
the Nova Scotia legislature in 1947 and 
because doubts immediately arose as to its 
constitutionality it was referred to the courts 
for an opinion. Both the Supreme Court of 
Nova Scotia en banc and the Supreme Court 
of Canada found the legislation to be uncon- 
stitutional on the grounds that one level of 
government could not delegate its power to 
legislate on matters within its jurisdiction to 
the other level of government and vice versa. 
The subject matters over which Nova Scotia 
sought inter-government delegation dealt with 
employment in industries, works and undertak- 
ings. The legislation also attempted to delegate 
certain indirect taxation power to Nova Scotia. 
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Those claiming federal 
income taxes are illegal 
state that this case decided 
that one level of govern- 
ment cannot delegate its 
law-making power to the 
other (true). They then 
take a giant leap by 
declaring that since only 
the provincial government 
can impose direct taxes 

(false because of reasons previously cited) it is 
unconstitutional for the federal government to impose the 
ultimate direct tax — income tax (false). 

The Lord Nelson Case is one of the leading authorities 
on the question of interdelegation of legislative powers 
between the two levels of government, but it has abso- 
lutely no application to the question of whether the 
federal government can impose income tax. 

The power of the federal government to impose 
income tax for federal purposes is firmly grounded in 
Clause 3 of Section 91 of the Constitution referred to 
above. It does not depend on any interdelegation of 
legislative power from the provinces. It matters not a wit 
legally that the federal government chose not to exercise 
the power until 1917, nor does it matter that what was to 
be merely a First World War revenue source continues to 
be with us today. 

The hoary mythology of misinterpretation that attaches 
itself to the Lord Nelson Hotel case has produced more 
barnacles than Nova Scotia’s famous bluenose, a scant 
few miles away. Let’s once and for all sink the myth and 
give it the burial it deserves. 


If you haven’t visited the CTF’s new improved web site. Check it out. 
You will find the CTF’s latest news release, Lets Talk Taxes, studies 
and reports and much, much more. You can find us at 
www.taxpayer.com. 
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not only proving to be a huge expense, but some wonder 
if the whole process is a farce. Instead of bringing 
closure, DIAND looks upon the treaties as just 
the “beginning” of aboriginal people regain- 
ing control of their destiny. The billions of 
dollars and thousands of sq kms of land 
we will pay is just to kick start the 
process. Taxpayers are essentially 
walking around with a ‘kick me’ sticker 
pasted to their back. 
In addition, Desautels said that in 
exchange for financial and other considera- 


tions, many of the modern 
treaties negotiated an end to 
The costs of modern comprehensive 
treaty settlements 
aes amount} Land size # of 
(sq km) Indians 


some of the “so called” 
aboriginal rights such as 
hunting and fishing. Even 
& Nov/75 $35,000,000 14,000 18,100 
uebec 
$170,000,000 | 91,000 


though these rights were 
supposedly given up, many 


Indian groups continue to 
Nations $242,700,000 41,400 | 7,000* 
in groups) 


assert their claims in these 
iu Dene & $75,000,000 41,437 | 2,288 


areas. To everyone, except 
signed 


Ottawa, this would be 
looked upon as a breach of 
ee $1,368,700,000 | 565,069 | 57,312 


contract. 
The treaties are long and 
complicated with hundreds, 
if not thousands of terms and 
conditions. But because of 
The 15 cents that broke the camel’s hack 
Television Northern Canada (TVNC) submitted an application to the CRTC to force cable companies to 
carry the Aboriginal People’s Television Network as part of their regular cable package. Cable subscribers would 
be forced to pay an extra 15 cents a month to fund this network. As it is, most of TVNC programming is paid for 
by taxpayers through Canadian Heritage. And now the group wants the government to force subscribers to pay for 


their vagueness, they are 

open to a myriad of interpre- 
yet another station they probably won’t watch. Though the cost is minimal, there has already been a strong reaction 
against the proposal. 


lk federal government is involved in 
extensive negotiations to settle land claims 
with Indian groups who have not previously 
signed treaties . These are known as Compre- 
hensive Land Claims (CLC). 

This past spring, Canada’s Auditor General 
Denis Desautels expressed concerns about the 
CLC process. 

At the time of his report to Parliament, 
Ottawa had signed 7 modern treaties involving 
12 land claims since 1975. The 48,000 
Indians included in these 
treaties received $1.8 billion 
and 546,345 square kilome- 
tres of land. Desautels 
figures did not include the 
most recent agreement -- the 
Nisga’a treaty of BC -- 
which gives $190 million in 
cash, resources, ongoing 
self-government funding and 
1,930 sq kms of land to just 
5,124 people. 

Despite the size of these 
deals, they are only the tip of 
the iceberg. There are 70 
additional CLCs in various 
stages of negotiations with 
52 of these in BC. Another 
123 Indian groups have also 
announced their intention to 
start negotiations. 

These modern treaties are 
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tations. Instead of resolving 
issues, the treaties have 
spawned a number of 
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lawsuits against the federal government. 

* The first modern treaty signed in 1975 has a lawsuit 
proceeding for a claim of $5.4 billion. 

* A suit filed in 1997 is asking for $2 million because 
the federal government has supposedly not fulfilled its 
obligation to set up a land and water control board. 

* A 1995 lawsuit says that Ottawa is not giving the 
Indian band its proper share of resource royalties. 


Is DIAND accountable? 


The centre of this controversy is the Department of 
Indian Affairs and Northern Development (DIAND). 

The problem is that DIAND has a trust relationship with 
the Indians. This means it is required to work on behalf of 
Indians. Fair enough. 

But the department also represents taxpayers in these 
negotiations. In any court, a lawyer 
representing two individuals in a 
contractual relationship would be ina 
conflict of interest. The size of these < 
payouts suggests that DIAND has all 
but ignored the interests of taxpayers. 

Now you would think that another 
department, such as Justice, could 
represent taxpayers’ concerns in these 
negotiations. But it can’t, because 
DIAND routinely ignores any of the 
Justice departments concerns. In fact, 
according to Desautels, DIAND does 
not believe it has to put any of the treaty 
agreements before the Department of 
Justice for final approval. 

The Auditor pointed out one instance 
where the Justice Department expressed 
concerns about the vagueness of the 
wording of one treaty, which DIAND 
promptly ignored. Two years later, 
Indian groups were taking Ottawa to 
court over the very same issue. 
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taxpayers have coughed up $90 million and the bills are 
still coming in. Unfortunately, DIAND has been reluctant 
to give Canadians a complete accounting of the costs 
involved in negotiating and implementing the treaties, 
even though the information is available. 

These costs should not surprise us. The treaties are not 
only complicated, but Indian and government negotiators 
only earn a living when the negotiations are taking place, 
not when they are completed. It can be a very lucrative 
business. Mike Scott, the Reform Party Indian Affairs 
critic, revealed that one federal negotiator billed the 
government $370,000 for a single year of negotiations. 

Taxpayers should be concerned. The BC Minister of 
Aboriginal Affairs stated that if the recent Nisga’a treaty 
is the standard, the remaining comprehensive treaties will 
bankrupt British Columbia. And apparently some Indian 
groups which signed treaties a century ago want them 
reopened so they can get in on the windfall as well. @ 


. Learn the implications to Canadian 
. taxpayers of prairie treaty land 

- entitlements, treaty settlements 

in the Northwest Territories 

_ and Yukon, the folly of Nunavut, 

- government concessions on native 
programs, and other insights from 
one of Canada’s leading experts 
on constitutional law and native 
and claims. 
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can take up to 20 years to finalize and 


the government not only pays for its 0 Cheque 
own negotiations, but supplements the Name: 
Indians’ costs through grants and Address: 
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interest free loans. So how much money 

are we talking about here? Desautels Towniatty: 
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gave an example of four treaties still 
under negotiation in BC, since 1994-95, 
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THE TAXPAYER 


by Mark Milke 


ver buy a $20 CD and 
B=: it onto a cassette for 

your own personal use? 
Well brace yourself, because Sheila 
Copps thinks you’re a criminal. 
Even though your purchased CD 
provides royalties for the artist and 
record company, taping a CD is 
technically illegal. In fact, our 
Heritage Minister suggests fully 
90% of the cassettes bought every year in Canada are 
used for “illegal” copying. 

It’s a whole new approach to being tough on crime ... 

But instead of setting up road blocks or emptying 
school lockers to check for illegal recordings Ms. Copps 
has a more enlightened approach: a new tax. 

That’s right. Ottawa will soon make you pay a “tape 
tax” for copying your own property. A 90-minute analog 
cassette tape could cost an additional $1.50 if some 
artists’ collectives get their way. Put another way, your 
$3.00 cassette could jump to $4.50 — a 50% price hike — 
not including the extra GST! Imagine if a litre of gasoline 
was hiked from 50 cents a litre to 75 cents a litre (I hope 
Ms. Copps is not reading this). 

How did this new tax come about? 

Back in 1996, parliament introduced Bill C-32 to 
update the Copyright Act. During a Standing Committee 


Mark Milke 
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hearing on the proposed bill in 
October 1996, federal Heritage 
Minister Sheila Copps made it 
clear that blank tape buyers must 
be punished. In response to 
Reform MP Jim Abbott’s question 
on why he should pay a tax on a 
taped copy of his Bryan Adams 
CD so he could play it on his car’s 
cassette player, she replied that 
“Bryan Adams doesn’t make his 
work to be copied. It’s also not legal.” 

Yikes ... lighten up. 

In addition to consumers who may record music 
already paid for, churches who record their pastor or 
priest’s sermon, businesses who record a speech or 
seminar, or parents who want to record their daughter’s 
first piano recital will all pay the new tax. Thanks to Ms. 
Copps, the tape tax takes effect January 1, 1999. 

But unlike the highly visible GST — another tax that 
caused Sheila Copps a few problems — the new tax will 
be hidden. Canadian tape manufacturers or importers of 
foreign cassettes will be forced to add the tax to retailer’s 
invoices. They of course will pass it on to the consumer 
(If they don’t, they will be liable for a penalty five times 
the amount of the tax). The beauty of hidden taxes is that 
consumers will blame faceless “corporations” rather than 
tax-happy Sheila Copps and her government. 
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Sheila Copps is not 
the only con- 
spirator in 
the new 
tape tax. 
Five artists’ 
collectives 
including 
the Society 
of Compos- 
ers, Au- 
thors, and 
Music 
Publishers 
of Canada 
[SOCAM] 
the Cana- 
dian 
Musical Reproduction Rights Agency (CMRRA) and three 
others lobbied for the tape tax. And to add insult to taxpayer 
injury, they also get to suggest the amount of the tape tax as 
well as apply for the right to collect it and distribute it to 
composers, makers, and performers. 

By law, the federal Copyright Board must impose a tape 
tax January 1, 1999. The Board decides what the tape tax 
will be, but it also takes suggestions. Predictably, the artists’ 
collectives have a few: four groups want a $1 tax on a 60- 
minute tape, $1.50 on a 90-minute tape, and $2.00 on a 120- 
minute cassette. Another proposes taxes at one-third those 
rates. The average international tape tax, by comparison, is 
37 cents. 

Because of the howl of protest — the Copyright Board 
received 3,000 objections from individuals, churches, 
manufacturers, and independent production studios before 
the August 12, 1998 deadline — a decision on the amount 
has been delayed until spring of 1999 when public hearings 
will be held. While the Board must, by law, bill the tape tax 
retroactively to January 1, 1999, 
they do have the power to set 
a cheaper tape tax for the 
retroactive months in 1999. 

While universities and 
visually impaired Canadians 
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How much will the fe) %o 


new tape tax cost? 


Four artists’ collectives propose the following rates: 


Ni 


Length: Analog Cassette Digital Cassette 
Tape Tax Tape Tax 

30 minutes $0.50 $1.00 

60 minutes $1.00 $2.00 

90 minutes $1.50 $3.00 


120 minutes $2.00 $4.00 


15 


NNN 


So why de 
performers and 
- others get to collect 
money ftom you? 


opyright legislation has existed in 

Canada since 1924. Such laws protect 
the creator’s rights in order to ensure that they 
receive compensation for their creations, similar 
to the way an inventor would receive protection 
and/or compensation for a new invention. 

Under Bill C-32, the new tape tax is payable 
to the “collecting body”, which then will distrib- 
ute it to eligible authors, performers of musical 
works and the makers of sound recordings. It is 
the latest tariff or levy that artists are able to 
collect because of copyright laws. 

However, depending on whether one writes, 
performs, or records a song, performs it in a 
church or nightclub, or whether one’s music is 
played on a major radio station or a small-town 
one, different tariffs and levies may or may not 
flow back to the copyright owners. 

The tape tax idea, implemented in some other 
countries but not in the United States, is an 
attempt to broaden artists’ rights over the 
distribution of their work — not in itself a bad 
idea. But unlike a royalty that comes from the 
sale of a CD or from the airing of a song on the 
radio, not all taping “steals” from the creator. 
Some of it is the result of home taping of music 
one has already bought — the taping of a CD for 
one’s car cassette player for example (techni- 
cally illegal but hardly immoral) - or completely 
legal activities such as seminar taping. To tax all 
cassette tapes because some are used for illegal 
purposes is similar to taxing all white paper 
because some photocopying duplicates copy- 
righted material. Not that Sheila Copps needs 


another new tax idea. 
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can claim a refund on the tax, businesses, churches, and individuals 
who buy blank tapes will have to fork over the full tax. The same tax 
in the European Union has led to a “grey” market in blank cassettes. 
Could the same thing happen here? The answer is yes if the exces- 
sive cigarette and liquor taxes that boosted illegal North American 
border trade are any indication. 

So far, the tape tax applies to audiocassettes. Ms. Copps estimates 
44 million are sold in Canada every year. Yet that estimate is 
probably low. Sources at the Copyright Board suggest the figure 
does not include, to use examples, tapes manufactured and bought 
for justice departments. But accepting the 44 million estimate for 
now, the tape tax cost could be over $16 million a year if the interna- 
tional average of 37 cents per tape is the tax set in Canada. But if 
some of the artists’ collectives get their way and the average cost is, 
say $1, Canadians would be dinged to the tune of $44 million every 
year — not including the extra GST and provincial sales taxes. But 
even that is a conservative estimate. The collectives propose taxing 
digital cassettes at double the rate of analog cassettes. The final tax 
bill for Canadians will depend on the Copyright Board. 

And that’s not the end of it. Sheila Copps is set to look at a 
videocassette tax next. 

The Copyright Board must now decide whether to adopt these or 
another set of rates. The tape tax will likely vary according to the 
tape time and technology (analog or digital). That means advances in 
technology that allow for much more time on a digital cassette could 
be taxed at much higher rates than those shown here. The bill for 
Canadians could be anywhere from $16 million to $44 million, or 
possibly even higher. Government 
estimates of what taxes will cost 
are usually low.@ 


es The tape tax 
will be hidden 

so consumers 

will blame 
faceless 
corporations 
rather than 
Sheila Copps 
and her 
tax-happy 


Ww 
can 


ACTION ONE: 


Although the deadline for objecting to 
the cassette tax rate has passed, you can 
still write to the Copyright Board and file 
an application for intervention. Tell them 
why you were not able to meet the August 
12, 1998 deadline, whether you want to 
file a written comment or whether you 
would like full participation rights when 
they hold public hearings in early 1999. 
Explain why your position is relevant to 
the issue (i.e. — you manufacture tapes or 
hold seminars which 
use tapes) and 
why your 
perspective is 
different from 
many of the 
other intervenors. 

Write to the 
Copyright Board at: 
Claude Majeau, Secretary to the Board, 
56 Sparks Street, Suite 800, Ottawa, 
Ontario, KIA 0C9. (613) 952-8621 
(telephone) or (613) 952-8630 (fac- 
simile). (Postage required.) 

Remember that the Copyright Board 
must, by law, levy a tape tax. To object to 
the tax itself; write to Sheila Copps. 


ACTION TWO: 


Write Sheila Copps and tell her to drop 
the tape tax altogether. While artists 
deserve compensation for their work — 
which they get through sales and perform- 
ances — taxing blank tapes is as offensive 
as taxing photocopy paper. If Ottawa 
wants to levy a tax on tapes — it must be 
visible! Put the tax on the receipt, not on 
the manufacturer’s bill to retailers. 

The Hon. Sheila Copps, Minister of 
Canadian Heritage, 511-S, Centre Block, 
Parliament Hill, Ottawa Ontario, KIA 
OA6. (No postage required) Ml 
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by Walter Robinson 


As the federal Liberals approach 
the mid-point of their second term in 
government, it is clear that Canadi- 
ans are witnessing a brutal exercise 
of power by a government that does 
not tolerate dissent. And the politi- 
cal body bag count around Ottawa 
continues to mount. Let’s look at the 
victims and the causes. 

Bernard Dussault, Chief Actuary 
of the Canada Pension Plan was 
allegedly fired for refusing to fudge 
numbers in his latest report due out 
early in the new year. 

Glen Duncan, the Public Works 


The Australian GST 


Things are just different down-under. Rodents that grow to 9 feet tall 
and jump around on their hind legs. Animals with duck beaks. It’s a 
different world. 

Not surprisingly, things are different politically. In Australia, the federal 
government called and won its election with a mandate to introduce their 
equivalent of a GST. What’s even more amazing is that the tax will be 
10%. 

In Canada, the political party that introduced the 7% GST is barely 


project manager responsible for the 
massive Parliament Hill reconstruc- 
tion file was sent on an executive 
interchange after publicly musing 
that his project costs could run 
upwards of $800 million ... twice 
the budgeted amount of $400 


hanging on to survival. So how could the same tax be looked upon so 
favourably in one country and so detested in the next? 
Well, in Australia, the government gained widespread support for their 
GST with promises of an income tax cut. 
The income tax deductions will “a 
amount to an impressive $12 billion y od 
(Australian dollars) during the first é~. 
year the GST is introduced in 2000- tii 
1, The cuts will eventually total $36 
billion over four years. The Austral- \ Y 
ian dollar is worth 58 cents US, ‘ 
making it almost equivalent to ee 
our dollar. acess ; , 
The tax will also cecal a 
be less confusing and applied —< 
to all goods including food. Along with this 
the Australian government is also planning ay, 
significant spending cuts. 


million. The latest estimate from the 
Auditor General now puts the cost as 
high as $1.4 billion! 

Even backbench Liberal MPs 
cannot escape the PM’s wrath. 

Newfoundland MP George 
Baker was booted from the Com- 
mons Fisheries Committee due to his 
consistent criticism of political 
mismanagement of the Atlantic 
fishery. 

British Columbia MP Ted 
MeWhinney supported legal 
assistance for students fighting the 
government and the RCMP at the 
APEC inquiry. Mr. McWhinney has 
since been removed from the Foreign 
Affairs Committee. 

It is clear that this government 
will bury anyone who gets in its way. 
Chalk it up to second term arrogance 
and a system that concentrates power 
in the hands of the PM and his 
Cabinet — effectively neutering all 
other parliamentarians. 

On June 2, 1997, Chretien and his 
power-drunk crew should have been 
humbled. Only 38% of Canadian 
voters expressed support for the 
Liberals. Yet our first-past-the-post 
voting system allowed his party -- a 
party that 62% of Canadians rejected 
-- to retain 100% of the power. Call 
it tyranny of the minority. 

Whether it is the CPP tax hike or 
Paul Martin’s desire to abscond with 
the EI surplus, citizens and even a 
united four-party opposition are 
powerless to stop the government as 
it arrogantly plows ahead. 

The opposition parties tell us that 
if they were in power, things would 
be different. Nonsense! The 
complete lack of accountability in 


continued on page 18 
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Board of the Canadian Taxpayers Federation. Norm was 

the last founding CTF board member to resign. He joined 
the board of the Saskatchewan Taxpayers Association (STA) when it 
started on May 1, 1989. Norm played an integral role in the formation 
of the Canadian Taxpayers Federation, created when the STA and 
Resolution One Committee of Alberta joined to form a national 
organization. A long-time advocate of lower taxes and smaller govern- 
ment, his hard work and determination will be sadly missed by the 
CTF. 

Norm is a successful businessman from Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
where he is President and Chief Executive Officer of Wallace Con- 
struction Specialities. He is the past president of the Saskatoon 
Construction Association. He was a board member of the Family 
Service Bureau and founding member of the Kinsman Club in 
Saskatoon. Norm was involved in the establishment of 
Meals on Wheels and 
a halfway house for 
prisoners. In 
addition, he has 
done exten- 
sive work 
with 
natives. He 
also helped 
found the 
Provincial 
Exporters 
Association 
of 
Saskatoon 
of which 
he is 
president. 


(): October 24, 1998, Norm Wallace retired from the 


The Board of Directors of the 
Canadian Taxpayers Federation 


M@ Andy Crooks, a prominent Calgary lawyer, 
serves as the Chairman of the Board and 
Executive Committee Chairman; 


MEd DesRoches in partnership with his wife 
owns Plum Clothing Company, a B.C. based 
manufacturer and retailer of women’s clothing. 
He lives in Vancouver. 


@ Tim Huntis President and owner of INSCO 
Insurance Services a full service agency in west 
central Alberta. He lives in Edson, Alberta. 


@ Linda Leatherdale is an award winning 
journalist who serves as the financial editor for 
the Toronto Sun. She lives in Toronto. 


™@ Connie Osterman and her husband operate 
a farm near Carstairs, Alberta. Prior to joining 
the CTF board , she served as a cabinet minister 
and MLA in that province. 


@ Darren Swanson is a partner in an agricul- 
tural development business called the Quadra 
Group. He and his wife live in Outlook, Sas- 
katchewan. 


M@ Ken Waddell is actively involved in the 
newspaper industry in rural Manitoba. He is a 
major shareholder and manager of The River's 
Banner. 


M@ Peter Green is the Chairman of The Frog 
Hollow Group which advises corporations on 
optimizing business results. He is also Chairman 
of Patheson Inc. a manufacturer of pharmaceuti- 
cal products. He lives in Campbellville, Ontario 


™@ Ron Dedman is the newest member of the 
CTF board. He lives in Regina, Saskatchewan 
where he works as a human resources and 
management consultant. 


“Our government is arrogant” 
continued from page 17 


our system is structural in nature and 
is not endemic to any particular 
political party. 

In his book Decline of Deference, 
University of Toronto professor Neil 
Nevitte shows that in 1980, 31% of 
Canadians claimed a “very strong” 
identification with political parties. 
That number dropped to 13% by 
1991. And confidence in our 


institutions is no better. The 29.4% 
of Canadians that express confidence 
in our public institutions in 1990 is 
significantly lower than the 36.9 who 
expressed confidence 10 years 
earlier. 

On the flip-side, Nevitte notes our 
thirst for participation in the political 
process has grown. In 1981 just over 
7% of Canadians said they were 
“very interested” in politics. This 
figure jumped to 20% by 1990. And 
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over the same nine-year period, 
Canadians reporting that they 
“frequently” discuss politics jumped 
from 10% to 19%, 

The most frequently asked 
question of CTF representatives 
across the country is what can we do 
to ensure that citizens and taxpayers 
have a greater and more meaningful 
role in the decisions which affect our 
country. That one fleeting window 


continued on page 19 


of democratic participation every 
four or five years at the ballot box 
just doesn’t cut it. A fairer, more 
accountable and participatory 
democracy is long overdue. 

To begin with we need to replace 
our voting system. No more 38% 
“majorities”: our parliament must 
accurately represent what voters 
express at the ballot box. Most 
democracies use a form of propor- 
tional representation that ties 
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the percentage of votes a party 
receives to the number of seats they 
have in parliament. Others coun- 
tries use a “majoritarian” model 
where representatives must earn the 
support of a majority of their 
constituents (novel concept). Others 
like Germany adopt elements of 
both. Regardless, anything would be 
better than our current system in 
Canada. 


The government must also look 


at recall and citizen initiative referen- 
dums as vehicles to engage voters 
directly in the democratic process. 
Several provinces have already 
diffused this power to citizens and 
the results are encouraging. Whether 
it be placing policy questions on the 
ballot or holding politicians account- 
able between elections, the owner- 
ship of public policy belongs to 30 
million Canadians — not the Prime 
Minister and his Cabinet alone. 


Paul Martin in his own words 


The CTFs’ CUT TAXES NOW campaign is in full swing and 
meeting with great public and media interest across the 
country. In this battle for lower taxes, CTF Federal Director 
Walter Robinson has offered up several quotes from Finance 


Minister Paul Martin to press our case for tax relief. Here’s 
a small sampling: 


“With the budget in balance, Canadians have a right — and 
we have a responsibility — to ensure that more money is left 
in their pockets.” - Economic Statement, Oct. 14, 1998. 


“T very, very much want to have general tax relief and I 


want to do it up the income scale.” - Globe and Mail, Feb. 
27, 1998. 


“We believe that the time will come when the government will 


be in a position to consider a broad-based tax cut.” - Globe and 
Mail, Oct. 10, 1996. 


“T thinks it’s pretty clear that middle-income Canadians are certainly 
entitled to a reduction in taxes, and I think we’ll be able to do that.” 
- Ottawa Citizen, June 17, 1997. 


“Number one, we are going to balance the budget. Number two, 
we are going to cut taxes ... “ - Montreal Gazette, Sept. 29, 1997. 


“The tax burden in Canada must be reduced. It will be reduced.” - 
Ottawa Sun, Oct. 16, 1997. 


“Canadians have a right to expect that when their country’s financial 
health is firmly secured, they can look forward to an easing of their 
tax burden.” - Financial Post , Oct. 17, 1997. 


These are strong and encouraging statements from our Finance Minister. 
But instead of rhetoric, taxpayers demand action. Along with thousands 
of Canadians signing petitions this winter we urge Mr. Martin to keep 
his word and provide real tax relief in the 1999 federal budget! 
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by Troy Lanigan 


his month 32 MLAs became eligible for 

$16.6-million in pensions benefits. It brings 

a whole new meaning to the term “golden 
years.” And it brings to light yet another chapter of 
lies fed to voters at election time. 

First some background. 

The year was 1995. Mike Harcourt was clearing 
the decks for a provincial election and wanted a much 
criticized pension plan out of the way — a plan in 
which taxpayers were coughing up five dollars for 
every one contributed by an MLA. In July, his gov- 
ernment introduced legislation to abolish the plan 
effective the next election. In other words, if an MLA 
did not have seven years or two parliaments service by 


the time the next election rolled around (May 1996) 
they would not receive a pension. 

As then Finance Minister Elizabeth Cull put it: 
**... there’s no carryover of the benefits. There is no 
way that anyone such as myself who has not had the 
seven years or been re-elected twice before the return 
of the writ, can get any benefits under the old plan. 
That’s just cut-off and it’s finished.” 

Not to be outdone, the Opposition Liberals 
wanted to go even further. Leader Gordon Campbell 
introduced a bill that would have eliminated benefits 
retroactive to the previous election in 1991. He was 
unsuccessful, but the point on both sides of the 
Legislature heading into the provincial election was 
clear: the gold-plated MLA pension plan was gone. 

Fast-forward two years. The election is over and 
a new Legislature is in 
its first session when 
along comes Bill 5] — 
The Miscellaneous 
Statues Amendment 
Act. Regrettably, the 
contents were not as 
innocuous as its title. 

In a nutshell, 
Bill 5] amended the 
requirement that 
MLAs had to serve 
seven years prior to 
the May 28, 1996 
election in order to receive benefits 
under the gold-plated pension plan. 
While MLAs were still required to 
serve seven years, the amendment 
allowed for the recognition of any 
period of service prior to the May 
1996 election in calculating 
benefits under the old plan. 
So much for the “cut-off and 
finished” part. 
Fortunately for MLAs who 
respect taxpayers and believe in keeping 
their election commitments, participation in 


As 


would not participate and 
that he expected “Members 
of [his] Caucus to do the 
same”. 

No one would expect 
anything less from the NDP, 
but from the Opposition 
Liberals the response — or 
lack thereof — was disap- 
pointing. Every member of 
their current caucus (save 
Richard Neufeld) signed a 
pledge in the last election 
committing them to “vote to 
wipe out pensions”. Now, 
they wouldn’t even respond 
to a simple one-question 
survey. Don’t expect either 
party so much as to whisper 
the word “pension” come the next election. 

For a detailed listing of MLAs who are now 
eligible to opt into the pension plan and their esti- 
the gold-plated MLA pension plan is voluntary. mated benefits, please see page 22. 

Unlike federal Members of Parliament who automati- 

cally have their pension contributions deducted from 
their paycheque, in 

British Columbia MLAs 
must apply to join the 
pension plan. 

In advance of their 
seven year service date, 
the Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation sent a ques- 
tionnaire to each of the 32 
MLAs — who became 
eligible for benefits as a 
result of Bill 51 — and 
asked whether they would 
register and participate in 
a pension plan they had 
voted and campaigned 
against. The CTF esti- 
mates these 32 MLAs are 
eligible for $16.6-million 
in benefits. 

Two responded. NDP 
MLA Rick Kasper indi- 
cated he would participate 
and Gordon Campbell on 
behalf of the BC Liberal 
Caucus said he personally 
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Age at May | Years of Age Estimated | Estimated Total Participation 
28, 2000 service benefits first year | benefits at | estimated | in pension 

under old pension age 75 $ | benefits to | plan (in, out, 

pension benefits $ age 75 $ |no response) 
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A tale of two frowinted:y 
The score sheet 


Since the early part of the decade, Canada’s two with envy. But times have changed. On the eastern slopes 
western-most provinces have taken radically different of the Rockies, we now see a vibrant growing economy, 
tracks in their respective bids to balance their budgets and _ falling unemployment, debt reduction, and the prospect of 
grow their economies. As highlighted ina recent study by _ tax cuts in the very near future. Here at home, we have a 


the Business Council of B.C., the different plans are fast growing debt, persistent deficits, a looming recession, 
leading to very different results. It wasn’t so long ago, and a premier who considers tax cuts as “mean spirited.” 
that Albertans used to eye B.C.’s economic performance The results speak for themselves: 


Comparison of selected economic indicators between 
British Columbia and Alberta 


1997 annual averages Source: Business Council of British Columbia 


Retail sales $32.8 billion 


$600.65 
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by Mark Milke 


hy do governments 
insist on filling a need 
that doesn’t exist? 


The Royal Canadian Mint (RCM) 
began building a minting facility in 
Winnipeg last April, despite protests 
from the company that currently 
manufactures those loonies that jingle 
around in your pocket. Westaim Corporation 

of Fort Saskatchewan has minted coins for the 

Royal Canadian Mint since 1961. At a cost of $31 
million and the possible layoffs of 110 people in Fort 
Saskatchewan, the Mint will soon compete against its 
loonie supplier for coinage contracts around the 
world. 


At Issue: The Royal Canadian Mint vs. 
Westaim Corporation 

The Royal Canadian Mint wants to alter the metal 
make-up of the five, ten, twenty-five and fifty-cent 
coins to a nickel plated composite and 
argues this will be less expensive to 
produce than single metal 
coinage. 


The Mint’s Claims: 


M@ Westaim was 
planning to go out 
of the business of 
minting plate 
coins. 


@ The new plant will 
save taxpayers 
$9.5 million annually. 


@ The Mint was concerned 
about security of supply (being 


/ 
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able to get necessary coins minted 
in a timely manner) since Westaim 
was not able to fulfil several orders 
for some coins quickly enough in 
1997. 


@ The proposed new process at the 
new mint facility would be more 
environmentally 
friendly. 


@ The proposed new types of coins (that 
are to be made at the mint) are better for the 
vending industry. 


@ The market demand for the Mint’s possible 
products will justify the cost and the risk and 
will not harm Westaim. 


@ The North American Free Trade agreement 
requires the Mint to tender for procurement of 
materials with respect to Canadian coins. 


Problems with the Mint’s Claims: 


@ Westaim argues that the Mint’s belief 
that Westaim would go out of the 
coinage business only came about as 
an answer to the “what if” 
scenario of nickel strip production 
becoming unprofitable. 


@ in retrospect, it may 
have been unwise for Westaim to 
come to any preliminary under- 
standing with the Mint, RCM 
never had any guarantee after 

mid-1997 that Westaim would 
consider exiting the coinage busi- 
ness. 


@ In December 1997, Westaim pointed out 


in a report to federal Public Works Minister M@ Free Trade: The fact that the Mint must tender 


Alfonso Gagliano that the projected yearly projects involving Canadian currency because 
savings of $9.5 million are due to the switch to of the free trade agreement does not also mean 
steel, instead of nickel, as a base for the coins. that the Mint has to build its own plant. It just 
Westaim argues they already possess the means that other companies in North America 
technology, and project they could save must be allowed to bid on a tendered project 
taxpayers $9 million a year, fully two years along with Westaim. This however is a non- 


ahead of the Mint’s schedule — a perme issue. No company in North America except 
of $18 million before the Mint’s na Westaim can manufacture the type of coins 
new plant even opened. wanted by the Mint. 


Security of supply: In 
February 1998, Westaim 
offered to keep one of the 
company’s three 


What does this mean for taxpayers? 
Although the Royal Canadian Mint is a 

fully commercial crown corporation that 

production lines open operates for profit and will finance its new 

exclusively for Mint " plant without any subsidies from taxpayers, 

business. —— ee the fact remains that the Mint is supposed to 

, provide a dividend (in lieu of taxes) to taxpayers. 


Environmental concerns: Westaim If the Mint’s business projections about the worldwide 


argues it operates a ere and i demand for coins are wrong — as reputable third-party 
environmentally compliant manufacturing estimates say they are - future dividends to taxpayers 
operation. could be reduced or eliminated entirely. In a worst- 
The Mint and Westaim dispute whether case scenario, taxpayers are ultimately liable for 


the Mint’s debts. At present, the govern- 
ment plans to extend the Mint’s 
borrowing power from $50 million 
to $75 million. 

The CTF could not verify the 
Mint’s claims that they will not 
be in competition with Westaim 
in the future, since the Mint 
refused to release any studies to 
the CTF about the potential 

impact on a private sector busi- 
ness, citing the information to be 
“commercially sensitive.” Of course 
new process would be if the Mint has “commercially sensi- 
superior. Westaim argues the Mint tive” information one can assume they are 
may risk $31 million on a questionable in competition with someone. 
manufacturing process. 


the new type of coins would be 
better for the vending industry 
or not. Westaim has released 
two opinions — that of Mars 
International and Coin 
Acceptors Inc. - that 
Westaim’s current 
technology is “entirely 
suitable for use in 

Canadian vending 
machines.” The Mint has 
not released any studies 

that prove their proposed 


Will the market make it possible for both 

Westaim and the Mint to succeed in the future? Want to protest? 

The South African Mint and England’s IMI Contact two Alberta MPs who are members of the 
government. Justice Minister Anne McClellan at 
12304-107 Ave., Edmonton, AB, T5M 1Z1. Phone 
her at (403) 495-3122 or fax her at (403) 495-2598. 
David Kilgour can be reached at Suite 300, 8616-51 


Birmingham Mint back Westaim’s contention 
that the Royal Canadian Mint is unrealistically 
optimistic in its estimate of future demand for a 
eS Ave., Edmonton, Alberta, T6E 6E6. His phone 


Winnipeg plant. Thatameans ont public and:one as ages ee 
private company will be competing for the 495-2147 


same, and much smaller, market. 
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by Mark Milke 
f any Albertan had doubts about the wisdom of 
[orsscain Alberta Treasury Branches (ATB) — 
doubt no more. Alleged bribery, political 
interference, and mounting losses — enough already. 
First a recap. In early August, Provincial Treasurer 
Stockwell Day released a “caveat” (a formal notice 
requiring the court to contact an interested party in the 
event of an action) attached to a loan agreement 
between ATB and the owners of West Edmonton 
Mall. The caveat was part of a 1994 agreement that 
saw ATB (read: taxpayers) increase its share of loans 
to the mall from $60 million to $75 million at no 
interest, and guarantee a further $365 million in loans 
to the Mall provided by other financial institutions. 
The caveat talked of “optic” requirements; i.e. — 
how this deal would look if it ever became public. 
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Apparently, no one in government 
knew of the document. It came out 
because West Edmonton Mall (WEM) 
took court action in June to prevent 
legal action against itself by ATB. To 
do that, WEM had to release caveats, 
including this now infamous one 
which apparently even ATB’s current 
president and board (never mind the 
rest of us) were unaware existed. 

How could the ATB board and 
provincial government be unaware of 
an important part of a 1994 loan to its 
largest client? The explanation may be 
in the current ATB allegation that its 
former president, Elmer Leahy, 
shredded documents during his career 
with the bank. If those allegations are 
true, it may explain how no current 
ATB board member, never mind the 
government, knew about the secret 
caveat. In addition, ATB alleges that 
Mr. Leahy took a bribe from the Mall’s 
owners, the Ghermezian brothers. The 
alleged implication is that ATB 
increased its financial exposure 
because of such a bribe. Mix in the 
legendary political interference in 
ATB by the provincial government, 
throw in the 1994 memo from Premier 
Ralph Klein, which talked about not 
finalizing a deal with lenders to WEM 
from outside of Alberta, and you have 
a political Molotov cocktail waiting to 
ignite. 

It did. There are now two investiga- 
tions, one criminal and one by Auditor General Peter 
Valentine who is probing why taxpayers are now 
liable for over $400 million in loans under very rotten 
terms. Did then-Economic Development Minister Ken 
Kowalski outsmart Premier Klein and use the Pre- 
mier’s memo to convince ATB to cut a sweetheart 
deal with WEM? Or did Premier Klein want that to 
happen? And where was then-Treasurer Jim Dinning 
during all of this? 

The whole affair reinforces why government 
shouldn’t be in the business of banking. Why should 
taxpayers’ money be put at risk for all these shenani- 
gans — Larry Ryckman, Peter Pocklington, the 
Ghermezians, et al? It’s time to sell the Treasury 
Branches. If politicians want to run a bank, they can 
start by applying for a teller’s job. 


re = F 
JS i 


property taxes‘ 
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Got your property tax assessment notice? Once you 
do, start marking down some dates if you want to 
appeal your assessment and reduce your tax bill. Check 
with your local city hall/town dffice on exact dates for 
the property tax assessment appeals and bills in your 
community, but here is a general guide. Clip this and 
put it on your fridge as a reminder. 

Under Market Value Assessment, your assessed 
value is meant to be similar to what you would have 
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December 
Many city/town 
councils approve 
their budgets 
during this month. 
Concerned about a 
possible hike in your | 
bill? Talk to your 
mayor and councillors 
before they make that 
\ December decision. 


high. 


————aee# 4 
" f March-April 


January - 
March 


Prepare your 
appeal if you 
think your 
# Assessment is too } | 


h 


received for your property on the open market on June 
30, 1998. 

Concerned about your property tax bill? So is the 
Canadian Taxpayers Federation. California voters were 
able to cut their property taxes in half twenty years ago 
and limit future tax increases. Look for an article on 
that and a detailed survey on property taxes in a future 
issue. 


February 15 


Under changes made to 
Provincial law — correct 
information about your 
Property must be sub- 
mitted by this date or 
ou will lose your right 
{0 appeal. The F ederation 
contacted Municipal 
Affairs Minister Tris Evans 
Le about the potential loss of 
ghts and suggests you do so as well. 


April - Ma V7 
Your municipal politi- 
clans determine a mil] 
Tate. In conjunction with 

your Property tax 
assessment the mil] rate 
will determine your final | 
bill. Watch where they set 
the mill rate and make sure | 


Appeals are generally accepted from mid- 
March to mid-April. Remember, you will 
not receive your annual property tax notice 
with the $ estimate of your taxes until l | 
May. That’s too late to appeal. You MUST | 
ai appeal your assessment — upon which your l 
final property tax bill will be calculated - 
before the middle of April. Check with realtors 


to see what other properties in your neighbourhood 
for. Contact your local assessment 


sold it i : ; 
ees for details on how to appeal and what to se pati: with Decem- 
‘include in your appeal. reco budget. 
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May 


June 


Your property tax bill is 
due at the end of the month. 
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Property 
taxes -- a 
relic of the 
ancient past 


~ handy. Nowadays. oa by Richard Truscott 
¥ 
we have j Archaic, regressive, excessive, destructive, 
and confusing. These are words used to 


\ \ | describe property tax in this province and 
ciatiy > — elsewhere. 

Property tax is as old as the pyramids. In 
fact, property taxes probably helped build the 
pyramids. Many scholars blame the fall of the 
Roman Empire on economic deterioration due 
to excessive taxation. In Canada, they date 
back to the 1790s in what is now Ontario — 
long before income tax, or our country, even 
existed. 

Unlike income or other forms of personal 
property such as furniture or jewellery, homes 
and land were immobile, impossible to hide, 
and could be confiscated if the tax was not 
paid. That is the reason property was taxed in 
the first place. 

Property tax is not only the world’s first tax, 
it is one of the world’s worst taxes. 

First of all, property taxes tend to be 
inefficiently administered. The cost of assess- 
ing and maintaining records on hundreds of 
thousands of individual properties adds up to 3 
- 5% of the value of the taxes collected. The 
Saskatchewan Assessment Management 
Agency (SAMA), which is just responsible for 
assessing the value of your property, spent 
about $9 million in 1996. 

Second, property taxes are regressive — they 
are charged to property owners without regard 
to income or ability to pay. Living in similar 
homes, a senior citizen on a fixed income pays 
the same as a wealthy stockbroker. A 1965 
Royal Commission on Taxation stated, “The 
basic weakness of the existing property tax 
system lies in the implicit assumption that real 
property holdings are in fact a full reflection of 
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wealth, of available means, or ability to pay. This is the 
critical assumption and we find it unwarranted and 
unacceptable.” 

In other words, “you can’t eat your house.” 

Some exemptions from property tax are available, but 
again they are based on the value of the land. And like so 
many other tax exemptions, deductions, and credits, they 
do more to add confusion than solve problems. 

Third, there is only a loose correlation between 
property taxes and its originally intended use to fund 
basic municipal services and schools. For example, the 
demands on property tax revenue have expanded to 
include services normally provided by the provincial 
government, such as social housing and welfare. Simi- 
larly, the amount of property tax bears little relation to the 
level of services received. 

Fourth, property tax harms economic development. 
Property owners are discouraged from building additions 


to their homes and businesses, or even bringing them up 
to safety standards, because they may be liable for higher 
taxes. In the U.S., this has contributed to the deteriora- 
tion of many inner city communities. 

Fifth, the process by which property taxes are calcu- 
lated is confusing to most taxpayers. And no wonder, 
with terms and concepts like market adjustment factor, 
provincial market index, functional obsolescence, 
depreciated replacement cost system, mill rates, equali- 
zation factor, and so on. 

One thing is for certain; the current property tax 
system is bound to provide years of uninterrupted 
employment for property assessment bureaucrats, appeal 
consultants, and tax lawyers. An ideal property tax system 
-- talk about an oxymoron -- would be fair, efficient, 
easily understood, and it would reflect services received. 
Unfortunately, the property tax system in Saskatchewan is 


just the opposite. 


Saskatchewan's world-beating 
property taxes 


by Richard Truscott 

Property taxes. These two words strike fear in the 
hearts of homeowners across Canada. And with good 
reason. 

According to research conducted by the Organiza- 
tion for Economic Cooperation and Development 
(OECD) in 1996 — at 4.1% of GDP 
(size of the economy) — Canada 
has the highest property taxes in 
the industrialized world. 

The study showed that 
property taxes in the U.S. 
amount to 3.3% of GDP, 

Japan was 3.1%, Britain, 

2.6% and Germany 1.1%. 

What is particularly disturb- 

ing is that the OECD research 
factored in wealth taxes (i.e. 
inheritance taxes). The relatively 
low level of wealth taxes in Canada 
makes the property tax burden even 
more apparent. 

Comparing residential property taxes among the 
Canadian provinces is a complicated task. But three 
provinces consistently show up in all comparisons — 
Quebec, Ontario, and Saskatchewan. A recent Fraser 
Institute study calculated property taxes as a percentage 
of average household income. Ontario had the highest 
property tax burden at 4.3%, Quebec came in second at 
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3.6%, and Saskatchewan placed a close third at 3.4%. 
Businesses in our province fare even worse. A 1995 
comparison of taxes on business property by the 
Canadian Tax Foundation revealed that Saskatchewan 
led the country. The study compared the amount of 
taxes that businesses pay per $100,000 value in 
property. Saskatchewan came first at $4,650 per 
$100,000, Manitoba came in second at 
$3,760, and Nova Scotia placed third with 
$3,200. 

One of the reasons that Canada has 
such high property taxes may be the 
complexity of the system: assessments, 
calculations, formulas, regulations, etc. 
make property taxes so difficult to 

understand that they often escape the 
intense public scrutiny that income or 
sales taxes endure. 
Another reason for high property taxes is 
the spending habits of our municipal govern- 
ments. Cities, towns, and rural municipalities are no 
different from their big brothers at the federal and 
provincial level. Asa rule, all governments tend to 
spend as much (or more) than they raise in revenue. If 
we are to ever reduce property taxes in Saskatchewan, 
we must first get municipal spending under control. To 
be sure, municipalities have been hit with 
“downloading” from federal and provincial govern- 


continued on page 31 
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Saskatchewan is the only place in North America 
where our Crown corporations are sheltered from the 
light of public scrutiny. And in the dark they are a 
nesting place of corruption, mismanagement, and 
political manipulation that damages both the Crowns 
and the public interest. 

We need to reduce the extensive level of govern- 
ment involvement and ownership in the provincial 
economy. Truly competitive markets are the best way 
to ensure consumers receive quality services at fair 
prices. 

But in the absence of privatization and truly 
competitive markets, our province’s Crown utilities 
should at least be subject to proper controls so they 
become answerable to taxpayers. Even if they were 
privatized, some regulation would be required to 
protect ratepayers because utility markets by their 
very nature are quasi-monopolistic. 

So how do we fix the problem? The Canadian 
Taxpayers Federation has proposed a series of 
reforms to the Saskatchewan government: 


directly to the General Revenue Fund, so that the 
movement or expenditure of these funds will require 
the public scrutiny and approval of Legislature. 

This is important because over the past seven 
years, Saskatchewan’s four largest Crowns have made 
$1.87 billion in profits. During this time, the four 
Crowns paid dividends of $944.2 million to Crown 
Investments Corporation (CIC), the government’s 

holding company, which pays a dividend to the 
General Revenue Fund. However, from 1991 to 1997 
CIC only paid net dividends of $109.7 million to 
government coffers, averaging $15.7 million per year. 

So what happened to the rest of the money? 

Each year CIC skims off the utilities’ annual profits 
to help pay off its own debts incurred on other invest- 
ments and business ventures. So SaskPower customers 
(for example) are being forced to pay for other govern- 
ment ventures through their power bills. This is a form 
of hidden taxation. The end use of utility rates should 
be made clear and justified to the public. A proper 
independent rate review mechanism would help achieve 

this goal. 


CURBing monopoly power » oe 
Every province, except Saskatchewan, has a ey 
formal regulatory regime to ensure that consum- 
ers are protected and the utility receives a fair 
rate of return. Saskatchewan should immedi- 
ately establish a Crown Utility Review Board 
(CURB) to regulate the four biggest Crowns: 

SaskPower, SaskTel, SaskEnergy and SGI. 
This would be an independent, non-partisan 
commission of experts with the authority to 
examine the rates the Crown’s charge and 


\, Take care of Saskatchewan customers first 
\ The first duty of our Crowns should be to serve the 
needs of customers and taxpayers right here in Sas- 
katchewan. Questions have been raised about 
SaskPower’s ability to service thé electrical needs of 
the province this winter. Instead of puttering around 
Guyana, SaskPower should have been taking care of 
business here at home. We should put a stop to 
foreign investments by Crown corporations until the 
government gains the consent of the taxpaying 


assess the investments each utility makes. It : citizens of this province in a democratic provincial 
works everywhere else, why not here? ; referendum. 
‘ 

De-railing patronage : Greater accountability to the Legislature 

All Crown appointments would be scruti- B: As the Channel Lake scandal proves, more 
nized by members of a provincial legislative extensive public scrutiny of Saskatchewan’s Crowns 
committee comprised of equal representation from i and their subsidiaries is needed. All Crown corpora- 
each political party. The committee would be empowered tions, and their subsidiaries, must be required to table 
to review each candidate to ensure the most qualified a summary of their corporate plans in the provincial 
individuals are put forward. legislature that includes specific financial and perform- 

ance targets. 

Accounting for Crown Profits However, this is no substitute for a proper regulatory 


watchdog. The proposed CURB would act in the rate- 


The government should consult the people on the ro : nays 
payer’s interest to monitor and regulate Crown utilities on 


proper use of Crown dividends. These profits should go 
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an ongoing basis, which is far superior to the after-the- investment decisions they make justified. 
fact disclosure of annual reports. Otherwise, like SaskPower customers this winter, we 

We need to put an end to the regula- : are just stumbling in the dark! 
tory vacuum in which our Crown 
utilities operate. The fox has 
been in charge of the hen house 
for far too long. It is simply a 
matter of a government having 
the political will to put principles 
before power, and the interests of 
Saskatchewan’s taxpayers before 
its own political agenda. 

To date, we have collected 
37,000 signatures on petitions 
demanding an independent utility 
review board. A 1997 survey of 
our supporters revealed that 84% 
supported the establishment of an 
independent utility review board. 

Only with an independent 
utility watchdog can residents 
have confidence that the rates 
charged by our Crown utilities 
are fair and reasonable and the 


Crown profits & dividends paid to the Crown 
Investment Corporation (CIC) versus the dividends 
| CIC paid to Saskatchewan taxpayers 


tn milhons of $ $334.5 
$318.1 


Continued from page 29 
Saskatchewan’s world beating property taxes property taxes. 

And what about the property tax mechanism itself? 
ments. At the same time, downloading must not A more fair and equitable system of municipal 
become a guise to justify increased spending and rising _taxation might tie taxes to actual services received. 

Municipalities could 
gapaual. property taxes Per = svcemiimum 
poe tax and then levy 


: a ne rty Va é u e additional taxes 


based on services 


By p province, 1995 - Soucee: The Canadian 


consumed. 
| Tax Foundation, Finances of the Nation, 1997 But will such a 
; Residential Mi =Business change happen? 
WW Ey : ume iiwipeiee wed rae tes ars High levels of 
property taxes hurt 


communities, and we 
need to explore 
alternatives. Innova- 
tion may be too much 
for politicians 
fogged-in by bu- 
reaucracy, regula- 
tions, and stacks of 
paper, but it’s not too 
much for beleaguered 
property owners 


looking for change. 
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by Victor Vrsnik 
rovincial Auditor Jon Singleton will 
P investigate how millions of 
taxpayer dollars 
were frittered away in bad investments to the 
Shamray Group. Two taxpayer-financed venture 
funds, Vision Capital and Manitoba Capital, 
invested $4.5 million and $2.5 million respec- 
tively into a company on the verge of collapse. 
: v But where there’s one rat, chances are you'll 
It’s 


come across plenty more. And sure enough, 


after reviewing the government’s grants lists, 
one Shamray company - Schmidke Millworks 
‘ in Steinbach - received a $24,566 business 
time to grant from the province in 1996/97. 
stop the 
handouts. | 


Schmidke Millworks closed shop in mid 
October and over 300 workers were let go. 
The Manitoba Taxpayers Association 
submitted a Freedom of Information request 
to the province to identify other sources 
of taxpayer money being channelled 
into Shamray companies. 
Provincial Auditor Jon 
Singleton will open up the 
books of both Vision Capital 
and Manitoba Capital Funds to 
ensure that taxpayers’ money is 
being properly managed. The 
provincial government should do 
just that by putting an end to corpo- 
rate welfare once and for all. 
This isn’t the first time the province 


lost a fortune on shaky investments. Last year, 
the Manglobe Virtual Corporation went belly-up, 


iia 


v. 
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placed after eight Shamray companies 
declared bankruptcy. Politicians would 
better serve the unemployed by foster- 
ing an economic environment that treats 
each business fairly with across-the- 
board tax cuts. By not plundering 
business X in excessive taxes to enrich 
business Y, all of the business Xs of the 
country would have better opportunities 
to invest and grow the economy and 
create jobs. 

It’s not fair to the majority of Mani- 
toba taxpayers and businesses who will 


costing taxpayers $700,000. Half a 
million came from the province and 
another $200,000 came courtesy of 
Ottawa. While still a crown corporation, 
Manitoba Telephone Systems invested 
more than $300,000 in the company. 
Unlike the grant to Manglobe, the 
taxpayer-financed Manitoba Capital and 
Vision Capital Funds are insulated from 
public disclosure. By provincial law, 
taxpayers are not entitled to know 
where, why, and how their venture tax 
dollars are being spent. The new 


Freedom of Information and Protection likely never see a dime of government 
Privacy Act shields a third party’s business interests, grants or venture fund investments, but are forced 
like taxpayer-financed venture capital funds, from nonetheless, to sacrifice the wealth they created to 
public disclosure. But the law really shields the finance the government’s favourite picks, sensible or 
government from bad exposure of bad investment not. 
choices. The province should not be in the business of 
The government says that public investments of picking winners and losers through capital venture 
capital are necessary for job creation, an argument funds or through grants and loans. Even when 
eloquently articulated by the last NDP government. government tries to anoint business x a prince with 
The job creation myth is hard to swallow. Manglobe millions of taxpayer dollars, there is no way to be 
never came certain the 
close to prince is not 


really a 
toad. 


creating its 
projected 
400 jobs. 
And now 
400 real 
jobs have 
been 

dis- 
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s we head into provincial and federal pre- & 
budget season, here are a few zingers that 
you can use to remind finance ministers in 
Manitoba and Ottawa why tax cuts aren’t just another 
‘spending priority,’ as the government would have 
you believe. Tax cuts are imperative for economic 
prosperity and freedom, for job opportunities, for our & 
competitive position in the world, and they allow us to 
spend more time with our families instead of having 
to work overtime to make a decent living. Why can’t 
people save any money these days? Why are our 
credit cards constantly maxed-out? Why have we 
incurred record personal debt loads? Answer: a 
record high tax burden. 


| The Guinness Book of World Records could a 
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reserve an entry just on Canada’s personal 
income tax, found by the OECD to be the 
highest among the G-7 countries. 


Manitoba’s basic personal income tax 

rate of 51% (calculated as a percentage of the 
basic federal tax) is higher than Ontario — 
40.5%, Saskatchewan — 49%, Alberta — 44%, 
and B.C. — 50.5%. 


When surtaxes are added to the basic personal 
income tax rate, Manitoba is out-taxed only by 
Saskatchewan, Newfoundland and Quebec. 
For example, an individual earning $60,000 in 
Manitoba will pay $20,051 in income taxes, in 
Saskatchewan - $20, 218, In Newfoundland - 
$20,416 and in Quebec - $22,272. The rest of 
the country has us beat. 


At 9%, Manitoba has the highest small business 


income tax. 


@ Although Manitoba’s Health and Education tax 
levy (the employer payroll tax) will fall from 2.25% 
to 2.15% in 1999, Manitoba firms with over $1 
million in annual payroll would pay nothing if they 
relocated anywhere else in Western Canada, and pay 
only 1.95% if they relocated to Ontario. 


‘& Meanwhile, $565 million in over-taxation is 
collecting interest in the province’s rainy day fund. 
The nurse’s union has already spent thousands in 
public ads to claim some of that money for 
themselves. But taxpayers created the wealth and 
the money should be returned to taxpayers. 


& Taxes are still climbing. Manitobans will pay $2.2 
billion in extra Canada Pension Plan premiums 
between 1996 and 2003. That represents a 73% 
premium hike. Meanwhile, benefits have been 
clawed back. Bracket creep continues to throw the 
poor onto the tax rolls and working Canadians into 
higher tax brackets, leaving them with less 
disposable income. 


a Education and property taxes vary from one 
municipality to the next, but they are all increasing. 


The opportunity for taxpayers to influence the next 
provincial and federal budget is now. If you want action on 
tax cuts or accelerated debt relief then let the Finance 
Ministers know it. Remind them, with these points and 
others, why we need to “cut taxes now.” And remember, 
Manitobans who want spending (read: your tax dollars) 
increased will be doing the same thing. Apathy has proven 
expensive for taxpayers! @ 


Federal Finance Manitoba 
Minister: | Finance Minister: 
The Hon. Paul ‘| Hon. Eric 

Martin | ||| Stefanson, 


Rm 515-S, Centre c/o Budget Consultations 
Block House of 103-450 Broadway 
Commons, Ottawa, . Winnipeg, MB 

Ontario, KIA 0A6 : R3C OV8 

Tel: (613) 992-4282 Tel: (204) 945-3952 
Fax: (613) 992-4291 Fax: (204) 945-6057 
Email: i Email: 
pmartin@fin.gc.ca ' — budget@leg.gov.mb.ca 
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Attention: 
MTA supporters 


The following ‘letter to the editor’ was 
sent to the Winnipeg Sun and the Winnipeg 
Free Press. The Winnipeg Free Press ran 
the letter on November 3, after the 
election. The Sun did not print it at 
all. The letter sets the record 
straight on a story printed in the 
Sun on Tuesday, October 27, 
1998, that quotes Winnipeg 
Mayor Glen Murray 
misrepresenting the 
Manitoba Taxpayers 
Association one day 
before the election. 


Murray misrepresents Taxpayers 
Association 


Dear Sir, 

The Manitoba Taxpayers Association 
(MTA) wishes to set the record straight about 
an erroneous comment made by Mr. Glen 
Murray in the Winnipeg Sun, Tuesday, 
October 27, 1998. Mr. Murray is playing fast 
and loose with the truth when he says that the 
MTA voted him the “most fiscally responsi- 
ble” councillor in a study of City Council 
voting records. Poppycock. The Taxpayers 
Hansard report is clear that the “voting 
patterns” of the Winnipeg in the Nineties 
councillors (Glen Murray included) “do not 
necessarily correspond to anything that might 
resemble taxpayer friendly agendas.” Votes 
cast by Mr. Murray against: deficit avoidance, 
alternative service delivery, administrative 
restructuring and votes cast in favour: of 
subsidies, utility hikes and spending sprees 
can hardly be construed as “fiscally responsi- 
ble”. 

No councillor benefited from any endorse- 
ment from the Manitoba Taxpayers Associa- 
tion. It is regrettable that Mr. Murray would 
misrepresent the record only one day before 
the election. 


Respectfully, 
Victor Vrsnik, Provincial Director 


A letter has been sent to Mayor Murray 
demanding that he publicly retract his state- 
ment and apologize. 


Why a hospital took out 
its credit card ? 


by Brian Kelsey 


n Ontario hospital made 
history on September 
15 when it announced a 


$300 million bond issue. The 
provincial government has approved 
the measure. 

For the financially uninitiated, the bond issue, 
announced by Toronto Hospital President Alan Hudson, 
amounts to a 25 year, $300 million mortgage. As 
collateral, the hospital could only offer its annual 
operating budget, made up of provincial grants, OHIP 
payments and foundation dollars. 

Opposition Leader Dalton McGuinty says the loan 
was necessitated by an underfunded health care system. 
Weak argument. Ontario’s health budget is bigger than 
ever -- $19.3 billion dollars, plus a $469 million capital 
budget. 

McGuinty would be better to focus on how spending 
decisions are made. Ontario’s “record” spending in- 
cludes hundreds of millions for severance pay, adminis- 
tration costs and capital reallocations as part of its 
hospital restructuring initiative. The capital reallocation 
process for example, was supposed to free-up more 
dollars for patient care. If anything, it has created 
chaos. 

So the Toronto Hospital has taken matters 
into its own hands. While new debt is no 
source for taxpayer glee, the hospital is 
attempting to aim the debt toward 
the promise of long term 
savings. 

Currently, the 
hospital spends $35 
million annually 
to maintain 
partially 
unused 
building 
space. 


Borrowing $300 million to 
clean-up and sell that space will 
save maintenance costs and earn 
proceeds that will far outstrip 
any interest on the loan. Ulti- 
mately, the hospital wants more 
dollars directed to patient care. 
So the bond issue is as much a 
slap at the opposition as it is a slap 
at the government’s bogged-down restructuring 
process. Clearly, “spending more on health” is too 
simplistic. “Spending more” at Toronto Hospital 
could have meant spending more to maintain unpro- 
ductive, obsolete buildings. 

To be sure, health care will cost more in the coming 
years, if only through increased demand from aging baby 
boomers. But even if overall spending rises, nothing 
prevents us from adopting creative reforms to squeeze 
the maximum health benefit from every dollar. For 
starters, local, 
hospital-based, 
decision making 
would likely 
have prevented 
the wasted 
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space and resources that currently exist not only in used in the Netherlands, the UK or New Zealand — 


Toronto, but through out the province. We can learn without resorting to the tired old sloganeering of “more 
from ‘internal money’. 
market’ Ontario is already $100 billion in debt. Canada owes 


systems $600 billion. It doesn’t help to see a hospital take out a 
$300 million credit card. But it does help to see — and 
indeed is commendable — that the Toronto Hospital 
is taking steps to better allocate its resources. 
Ontario’s hospital restructuring process tried 
to improve efficiency with a top down, prov- 
ince-wide, bureaucracy-driven approach. It 
hasn’t worked. As Premier Harris himself has 
acknowledged — “process” has impeded 
results. The Toronto Hospital’s bond issue is 
a sign of what other systems have already 
learned. If given enough room, hospitals can 
provide better for patients than any top-down 
provincial bureaucracy. 


The $4.8 billion PL.T. Inquiry 


Question — Did the personal income cut get replaced under the table? 


A caller into a recent government collects in revenue each 
Benmergui Live program year. 
on budgets and taxation 4 | vA, Ironically, the increase in 
committed the ultimate revenue is in large part because 


aa” of the income tax cut. That’s 
right. Cutting income taxes by 


30% has resulted in the Harris 


CBC faux pas by — gulp — 
praising the Ontario govern- 
ment’s 30% income tax cut. 


The ever-snappy Ralph government collecting $16.2 
Benmergui cut in, saying “yeah, but billion in 1998, up — more than 
you’ ve got a whole lot of user fees f half a billion dollars — from $15.6 
instead.” billion in 1996. 

Ralph raises an interesting issue. Just 0 Liberated with more of their income 
months away from a provincial election, taxpayers consumers spent more, bringing more in sales 
should rightly be asking what the overall effect of the taxes, liquor taxes, business profit taxes and lottery taxes 
personal income tax cut has been. Is Ralph right? Did to name a few. All this economic activity also helps 
the Tories really give cash with one hand and just tax it explain how income tax revenue rose: more people were 
away with the other? Was the income tax cut an under- working, and more people were paying taxes. In total it 
handed scam? explains how overall revenues were up while income 

Ina nutshell: no. taxes were reduced. 

Provincial revenues have grown from $49.5 billion To be sure, the Tory record has not been perfect, 
when the Harris government was first elected, to $52.5 especially on the property tax front. But on his central 
billion in the current fiscal year. Further down the point Benmergui is wrong. User fees and licenses have 
ledger, total revenue from “licenses and fees” increased _ not replaced income taxes ... and fees and licenses do 
by $400 million over the same period. An increase to not account for $3 billion in new revenues. Sorry, 
be sure, but nowhere near the $3 billion more the Ralph.@ 
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by Brian Kelsey 
To years ago, CTF- 
Ontario spokesman Paul 
Pagnuelo asked the 
Ontario Public School Boards 
Association the question, “...with 
funding having been taken over by 
Queen’s Park, curriculum being 
provided by some unknown geniuses 
in the Mowat Block, testing and 
evaluation being carried out by an 
independent agency and school 
governance being handled by school 
councils, what’s left for the 
boards?” 
Good question. 


Ontario Catholic Secondary 
School Teachers Association boss 
Marshall Jarvis recently declared 
that school boards were not ‘doing 
their duty’ because they were 
avoiding negotiations with his then- 
picketing membership. He openly 
mused that school boards might as 
well not exist given that they 
couldn’t fulfill one of their few 
remaining responsibilities. 

In its most recent newsletter the 
Family Coalition Party committed 
to eliminating school boards 
arguing that school choice would 
better serve students and parents. 


Even an NDP MPP Bud Wildman 
(Algoma) said at a Committee 
hearing last year that “...there isn’t 
anything for boards in Bill 104 and 
Bill 160, the government’s legisla- 
tion. They really have nothing to do 
except take complaints.” 

Listen up. Rabble rousers of 
several political stripes are realizing 
that big local school boards are 
increasingly pointless, particularly 
after Bill 160 removed almost all 
school board taxation powers and 
Bill 104 amalgamated most boards. 

For starters they’re too expen- 
sive. While trustee salaries have 


Thumbs up: 


Toronto takes a smart step toward rental recovery 


This past October, the big, bloated megacity of 


: ment. In both instances, the result is less affordable 
Toronto did taxpayers some good. 


Thanks to the initiative of Council- 
lors like John Adams (a leader in 
the fight against Ontario’s so- 
called “fair assessment” tax 
increases), Toronto’s City 
Council is trying to curb 
homelessness and control 
high rents by actually ad- 
dressing the root cause of the 
problem. 

Toronto taxes apartments at 
the unusually high rate of 
4.65% of value. The rate not 
only inflates rents, it discour- 
ages new rental housing develop- 


housing for low income earners and the homeless. 

Now, City Hall has announced that it will tax apart- 
ments at a rate closer to or equal to the 1.26% rate used 
for single-family residential dwellings. The exact rate 
has not yet been set, but the long-term goal is residential 

tax equity. 


It’s not perfect, but it’s a good 
start, and a sign that 
someone realizes that 
reducing government- 
imposed costs can be a 
much better incentive 
to growth and develop- 
ment than handouts, 
central plans and 
subsidies. 
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been limited to $5,000 by provincial 
law, many boards have created new 
“expense allowances” to make up 
the lost cash. The Torento Public 
Board has yet to cut any of the 
715,000 square feet of office space 
it had at amalgamation. It continues 
to use seven schools for additional 
administration space — an addi- 
tional 200,000 square feet! And the 
Treasurer of the amalgamated 
Thames Valley Board explained 
away $400,000 in new office 
furniture and renovation costs by 
complaining that “we didn’t want to 
have four different styles of furni- 
ture.” 

But all forms of administration 
only consume about 3% of total 
education expenditures. The greater 
issue is the political cost. 

School boards have simply 
become local public relations units 
for either major combatant in the 
Great Ontario Education War. This 
past fall, during the “second annual 
teacher strike,” many boards that 
supported the political agenda of 


teacher unions wouldn’t negotiate 
until the province took some hits 
first. Or worse, boards caved into 
union demands and waited for the 
province to get blamed for the 
following budgetary chaos. Mean- 
while, many pro-government boards 
didn’t bother to negotiate until the 
government stepped in with back-to- 
work legislation. 

Result: a province-wide epi- 
demic of continuing political 
stalemates, with kids left out of 
classes for the second year in a row. 

The government could break this 
gridlock in three ways. It could do 
what some opposition critics have 
suggested: turn the reforms back 
180 degrees, and bring the powers 
of local boards back to the more 
predictable model in place before 
Bill 160. 

Alternatively, the government 
could take a New Brunswick-style, 
Al Leach-like, big-government 
approach and mega-merge school 
boards, replacing them with ministe- 
rial rule or a single school board. 


Or the government could look at 
what the CTF has advocated. It 
could return accountability back to 
you -- taxpaying parents and voters - 
- by adopting models that would 
make each school a self-adminis- 
trating unit. Each school would be 
fully governed by voluntary school 
councils with much more power 
than existing councils now have. 
Good-bye school boards, hello 
public schools with local flexibility 
and accountability. 

These three policy choices all 
face different hurdles and different 
consequences, but they are all 
increasingly on the table in the 


ongoing education debate, 


Concerned: 


You should pick- up a pen and 
make your views on these 
choices clear to your local MPP, 
or to the Minister of Education 
(The Hon. David Johnson, at 224 
Floor Mowat Block, 900 Bay St., 
Toronto Ontario M7A 1L2). 


Different approaches: constituents per 
school board/division (approximate) 


Saskatchewan: 


1 board per 9,000 constituents 


British Columbia: 
1 board per 56,000 constituents 


“ Ontario: 


1 board per 156,000 constituents 


New Brunswick: 


1 board per 725,000 constituents 


THE TAXPAYER 


Election welfare 


by Troy Lanigan 


et out your wallets. As if 
we don’t pay for enough 
shenanigans in Ottawa 


already, Elections Canada will soon 
release its post election 

summary of what we owe 

’ our politicians for the 1997 

general election. 

Only in Canada could 
an election be transformed 
into a welfare program. 

Election laws mandate that any candidate for Parliament 
who receives 15% or more of the vote will receive a 
“reimbursement” (read: hand-out) from the taxpayers for half 
their election expenses. There are additional “reimbursements” 
for political parties as well. Courtesy of the Canadian Taxpayers 
Federation, here’s a sneak preview of your contribution to the 
1997 federal election campaign. 

This year taxpayers will hand over $16.5 million, or an 
average of $20,630 to each of 801 candidates. As for major 
political parities, Elections Canada has yet to release enough 
information to provide an accurate estimate, but taxpayers can 
safely assume they’ll be on the hook for an additional $7 million. 

Anargument is sometimes 
made that these subsidies are 
necessary to help out people 
who could not otherwise 
afford to run. Nonsense! 


Chart explanation 


Moreover, it is wasteful and self-serving. 
Case in point: local Winnipeg media 
got their hands on Foreign Affairs 
Minister Lloyd Axworthy’s detailed 
expense report and learned that his 
campaign spent $1,151 on “personal 
grooming”, $204 on laundry, $2,761 
on a “victory party” and $906 on 
“candidate hotel accommodation” 
which is a rather odd expense for an 
urban riding. And why not ... half the 
tab gets handed to the taxpayers. 

For the well established the grants represent a 
top-up for future campaigns. Paul Martin had a $99,189 
campaign surplus before receiving a $21,122 reimbursement. In 
B.C. Svend Robinson topped the field with a surplus of 
$74,861 before a reimbursement of $20,119. At the other end 
of the scale, first time candidates of major parties often run 
deficits knowing taxpayers will bail them out: 189 candidates 
running for the morbid Progressive Conservative Party ran a 
collective deficit of $1.4 million before receiving $2.9 million in 
grants. 

In addition to these handouts political parties and candidates 
can issue tax receipts that would make any worthwhile charity 
green with envy. Give $100 to your local United Way and you 
get a tax credit of $17. Give 
$100 to your local politician 
and you get a tax credit of 
$75. 


Only 2 of the 801 candidates 
who will receive 
reimbursements are from 
parties other than the Big 
Five (Liberal, Reform, Bloc, 
NDP, or PC). 

Regardless, it is morally 
repugnant to force people to 
pay for the political views of 


The following chart (pages 40 to 46) breaks down the financial 
statistics for every candidate in the last federal election. The first 
dollar amount is the surplus or deficit each candidate ran up as a 
result of the election. The second $ figure is the amount of 
taxpayer subsidy they received and the third $ amount indicates 
the total amount the candidate has as a result of the subsidy. 


It’s time to end all this self 
serving abuse. Unfortunately, 
the only people who oppose 
subsidizing elections as a 
matter of policy — the 
Reform Party — appear ready 
to belly up to the trough with 
the rest of them. A pox on all 


their houses. 


others they do not support. * AGS = Surplus or deficit after federal grant 
Chk = S/S +-GSi- AGS: C/E. SS... Of.- AGE Cr - S/DS-=°OS: = AGS 
Levan, Mary BethNDP .... $5,977....... $12,916 ... $18,894 
Northwest Territories YukonT British Columbia 
Nunavut ukon Territory Burnaby —Dougtas 
Karetak-Lindell,N., Lib ... $23,080....... $25,559... 48630 Yukon Jaffer, Mobina, Las... $6,496... $21,690 ... $15,134 
Tootoo, Hunter, NDP. ........ 7,958 oo... 7,978 ..... 15,926 Gabb, Ken, Ref.........ss00 Robinson, Svend, N. ....... , 94,980 
Eegeesiak, Okalik, PC..... -7,002........ 9523......2521 Adamson, Shiney, Lib....... 8 Eyre, Gary, REF eccesonmn 2377....... 19.290 ..... 21,676 
Westem Arctic Lerapgodcngi Cariboo—Chilcotin 
Totals: was 


Blondin-Andrew, Lib ......... 44,563 ....... 28,727 ..... 73,290 


Saini, Gurbux S., Lib ........ 2,287 .....-: 30,144 ..... 27,856 


C/P - S/D$ - GS - AG$ 
Mayfield, Philip, Ref ..... 12,838....... 16,148 ..... 28,986 
Delta—South Richmond 

Morgan, Karen, Lib ......... $2,774 os... $9,506 ..... $6,732 
Cummins, John, Ref...... 11,194 ........ 14,116 ......25,310 
Dewdney—Alouette 

Riding, Lorne, Lib ........0 $16,133 saeceee 13,713 sess 2,420 
Crockett, Malcolm, NDP..... 5,047....... 12,122 ..... 17,168 
MeNally, Grant, Ref ........ -2797 so... 12,528 ....... 9,782 
Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca 

Bergbusch, John, Lib ........ 6,099........ ps i 20,175 
Main, Chris, NDP........ a 27,833 
Martin, Keith, Ref 33,651 
Fraser Valley 

Les, JOAN, LID... -2,075 «0.0... 30,534 ..... 28,459 
Strahl, Chuck, Ref......... 23,837 ....... 30,516 ..... 54,353 
Kamloops, Thompson & Highland Valleys 

Groves, Joel, Lib ...........0 2123 viiceee 29,458 ..... 31,582 
Riis, Nelson A., NDP ........ 

Bosman, Fred, Ref............ 

Kelowna 

Francis, Janna, Lib 10,081 
Horning, Al, PC....... 41,523 
Schmidt, Werner, Ref 13,954 
Greaves, John A, Lib .. 13,904 
Duff, Kirk, NDP 17286 Nase 20,294 
Gouk, Jim, Ref 20,200 ..... 41,812 
Kootenay—Columbia 

Shmigelsky, Mark, Lib ....... 5,50 ....... 12,612..... 17,963 
Abbott, Jim, Ref............ 23,610....... 27,100 ..... 50,709 
Langley—Abbotsford 

Warkentin, Peter, L ........... “7,42 wees 25,426 ..... 17,785 
White, Randy, Ref............ 7120 wee 17,391 ..... 24,512 
Nanalmo—Alberni 

Lobay, David, Lib ............ 

Holdom, Bill, NDP........... - 

Gilmour, Bill, Ref.......... 23.761 sabie 14204 iS 37.985 
Nanaimo—Cowichan 

Coleman, Michael, Lib ...... 9,245 ....... 10,885 ....... 1,640 
Mirau, Garth, NDP .......... 17,577 ..... 34,120 
Elley, Reed, Ref 21,707 ..... 28,306 
New Wesiminster—Coquitlam—Burnahy 
Boscariol, Celso, Lib 

Black, Dawn, NDP. . 

Forseth, Paul, Ref 

North Vancouver 

Kinsella, Warren, Lib........ 24,700 ....... 29,208 ..... 53,904 
White, Ted, Ref.............. 10,754 ....... 28,286 ..... 39,039 
Okanagan—Coquihalla 

Murdock, Bruce, Lib ......... 8275 we 27,105 ..... 18,830 
Hart, Jim, Ref ............... 14,355 ....... 24,999 ..... 10,644 
Okanagan—Shuswap 

MacWilliam, Lyle, Lib ...... -19,330....... 25,641 ....... 6311 
Stinson, Darrel, Ref ........ 4,934 ....... 31,752 ..... 36,685 
Port Moody—Coquitlam—Port Coquitlam 

Peck, Kwangyul, Lib 29,491 
Langan, Joy, NDP .... 20,681 
Hayes, Sharon, Ref 17,593 
Prince Georye—Bulkley Vatiey 

Moore, Eric, Lib.............0 4,405 v.00... 19,977 ..... 15,571 
Harris, Dick, Ref.............. 7,689 ....... 15,230 ..... 22,919 
Prince George—Peace River 

Shirley, Barb, Lib .............. 1,420 we 10,382.....::. 8,932 
Hill, Jay, Ref .......csoooessee GAB2 ooessees 23,117 ..... 16,665 
Richmond 
Chan, Raymond, Lib ...... 16,021 ....... 26,979 ..... 43,001 
Wade, Adrian, Ref............. 2818....... 18,282 ..... 21,100 
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C/P.- S/D$ - G$ - AGS$ 

Saanich—Gulf islands 

Roberts, Clark, Lib .......s:.sess0 Bo. 28,298 ..... 28,260 

Lunn, Gary, Ref.............. 4,939........ 24,794 ..... 29,733 
| eee 8,100....... 20,804 ..... 28,905 
cvsssssae “$3,050 ...... $20,262 ... $17,212 
Bit, vedas 4,216 ....... 24,863 ..... 29,080 

South Surrey—White Rock—Langley 

Hurd, Wilf, Lib ........sscccssee Sr 23,611 ..... 16,050 

Meredith, Val, Ref......... -16,127........ 25,910 ....... 9,784 

Surrey Central 

Shergill, Palbinder Kaur, Lib -6,321 ....... 32,644 ..... 26,324 

Grewal, Gurmant, Ref .. -14,155....... 12,458 ...... -1,697 

Surrey North 

Campbell, Clayton J., Lib .. -2,156........ 25,053 ..... 22,897 

Villeneuve, Judy, NDP........ BAD cnasies 19,434 ..... 21,979 

Cadman, Chuck, Ref .... -23,924........ I eevee: 582 

Vancouver Centre 

Fry, HOdy, Lib ....5...scccseee 1,615 ...... 27,668 ..... 26,052 

Siksay, Bill, NDP .....sccces00 “2397 scsssee 9,324 ....... 6.927 

Farbridge, Richard, Ref... 4,566 ....... 12,600 ..... 17,166 

Vancouver East 

Terrana, Anna, Lib ........0+ O5/5:-;.. 25,310 ..... 34,685 


C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Davies, Libby, NDP ....... 41,365....... 20,685 ..... 62,051 

Vancouver Island North 

Durrant, David, Libl........... 3,913... 8,605........ 4,691 

Popovich, Gilbert, NDP. .... 7,962....... 18,621 ..... 26,583 
Duncan, John, Ref ........ 14,004....... 16,975 ..... 30,979 
Vancouver Kingsway 

Leung, Sophia, Lib ....... $26,321 ...... $23,878 ... $50,199 
Wong, Victor, NDP........... 13,913....... 23,334 ..... 37,247 
Leung, Raymond, Ref....... 2,949 ..rresees Gh a we 4,772 
Vancouver Quatira 

MeWhinney, Ted, Lib ....... 5671 oes 27,525 ..... 21,854 
Chutter, Geoff, PC ............ 8,160....... 26,298 ..... 34,457 
Easdown, Joanne, Ref ........... FT .,:.2 28,636 ..... 28,675 
Vancouver South—Burnaby 

Dhaliwal, Herb, Lib ........ 31,691....... 24,839 ..... 56,531 

Hardin, Herschel, NDP .... 10,741....... 16,008 ..... 26,744 
Hargrove, Doug, Ref......... DiTBL. ccossiss 11,908 ....... 6,141 

Victoria 

Anderson, David, Lib..... 46,156....... 29,769 ..... 75,925 
Judd, Carol, NDP .... 22,824 ..... 19,697 
Taylor, Arla, Ref ......ssssssve: 5 27,081 ..... 28,708 
West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast 

Boname, Phil, Lib .............. BAST a ccancs 31,698 ..... 36,820 
Reynolds, John, Ref ..... 50,578....... 33,584 ..... 84,162 


Summary Statistics 


The following is a breakdown of the election reimbursements for the repective 
political parties by province. The first number indicates the # of candidates, their 
combined surplus/deficit before grants, total grant $ received, their combined surplus 
deficit after grants and the average of the grants dollars received by each of the 


candidates. 

Northwest Territories 

Lil... 2... 67,643 s. 54,287 ... 121,929 ... 27,143 
NDP. 2 ..... 13,930 ....... 20,889 ..... 34,819 ... 10,444 
PG eV vsones F002 ncccvnas 9,523 .sssee 2,521 v0... 9,523 
Total . 5 ..... 74,571 ....... 84,698 ... 159,270 ... 16,940 
British Columbia 

Lib ... 34 ..... 98,559 ..... 782,619 ... 881,178 ... 23,018 
NDP. 17 ... 186,781 ..... 325,728 ... 512,504 ... 19,160 
PC ice 2 i QO OOF esd 49,426 ..... 75,981 ... 24,713 
Ref .. 33 ... 154,677 ..... 686,736 ... 841,414 ... 20,810 
Total 86 ... 466,572 .. 1,844,504 .2,311,076 ... 21,448 
Alberta 

Lib, 21 ..... 76,900 ..... 443,275 ... 520,174 ... 21,108 
PC... 14 .. -110,425 ..... 261,038 ... 150,613 ... 18,646 
Ref .. 26 ... 253,797 ..... 637,256 ... 891,053 ... 24,510 
Total 61 ... 220,272 .. 1,341,568 1,561,840 ... 21,993 
Saskatchewan 

Lib ... 14 ....-96,779 ..... 288,025 ... 191,247 ... 20,573 
NDP 14 ....-75,764 ...... 303,113 ... 227,350 ... 21,651 
Ref .. 14 .... -47,930 ..... 236,771 ... 188,842 ... 16,912 
Total 42 .. -220,472 ..... 827,910 ... 607,438 ... 19,712 
Manitoba 

Lib ... 18 ..,. -94,924 ..... 309,091 ... 214,167 ... 23,776 
NDP. 9....... Fa cis 139,929 ... 147,180 ... 15,548 
PC..... 7 1x. 69,259 ..... 170,354 ... 101,101 ... 24,336 
Ref... 11 ....-59,736 ..... 167,792 ... 108,055 ... 15,254 
Total 40 .. -216,662 ..... 787,166 ... 570,504 ... 19,679 
Ontario 

Ud oss. 1 sesese 4,698 .srs00+ 26,738 «.... 22,040 ... 26,738 
Lib . 108 ... 622,988 .. 2,251,282 2,874,270 ... 21,857 
NDP 24 ... 116,822 ..... 434,949 ... 551,772 ... 18,123 
PC... 72 .. 474,063 .. 1,585,751 . 1,111,688 ... 22,024 
Ref ..71 .. -510,590 .. 1,134,329 ... 623,739 ... 15,976 
Total271 .. -249,541 .. 5,433,048 5,183,507 ... 20,048 
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Yukon Territory 

LID ise 1 sseveee 8,689.10. 24,252 ..... 82,942 ... 24,252 
NDP. 4 ..es 12,271 sssssse 24,988 ..... 37,210 .... 24,938 
Ref oe 1 sssee 14,877 scssser 9,921 0... 24,798 so... 9,924 
Total . 3... 35,838 .osssee 59,111 ..... 94,949 ... 19,704 
Quebec 

BQ ..70 .. 560,337 .. 1,838,451 . 1,278,114 ... 26,264 
HM eV sevee 19,754 cecsenne 9,021... 20,775 son. 9,021 
Lib ... 72 ..... 34,620 .. 1,761,797 1,796,417 ... 24,469 
PG... 62 .. 439,096 ..... 815,339 ... 376,243 ... 13,151 
Total 205 .. -953,059 .. 4,424,608 3,471,549 ... 21,583 
Nova Scotia 

Lib... 11.2... 94,682 ..... 263,807 ... 358,438 ... 23,982 
NDP 10 vrssssese 663 ..... 153,215 ... 153,878 ... 15,322 
PC : -81,790 ..... 265,791 ... 184,001 ... 24,168 
Agbact asc, 5166 ssose 10,962 eves 5,796 ... 10,962 
ak die 8,338 ..... 693,776 .... 702,114 ... 21,024 
Newfoundland 

Lib .... 7 ... 105,978 ..... 174,146 ... 277,124 ... 24,449 
NDP. 5 cossses 9,666 sscnsee 33,484 ....+ 43,150 ..... 6,697 
PC ou. 6... -85,190 ..... 122,949 ..... 37,759 ... 20,492 
Total 18 ..... 30,454 ..... 327,579 ... 358,033 ... 18,199 
Prince Edward Island 

Lib 1. 4... -10,008 ....... 79,643 ..... 69,635 ... 19,911 
NDP 4 es-7,14Q cessere 10,597 cones 3,448 ... 10,597 
PC vee 4 coer $87,049 sue. 86,286 ..... 49,287 ... 21,572 
Total . 9 .... 54,206 ..... 176,526 ... 122,320 ... 19,614 
New Brunswick 

Tee || ae -81 1... 209,100 ... 209,068 ... 20,910 
NDP. 4 ..... 10,449 ....... 53,801 ..... 64,250 ... 13,450 
PC... 10 .. -113,002 ..... 218,046 ... 105,044 ... 21,805 
Ref ee 4, 98,714 cosesee 43,146 ence 4,432 ... 10,787 
Total 26 .. -141,299 ..... 524,093 ... 382,794 ... 18,718 
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TOES ies 466,572. 1,844,504 2,311,076 Macleod Hermanson, Elwin, Ref .. 1,520...... 16,124 .... 17,645 
Anderson, Tim, PC .......... 3,508 ....... 16,076 ..... 19,580 Souris—Moose Mountain 
Alberta Hill, N. Grant, Ref ......... 15,324 .....c. 24,801 os... 96,715 
Medicine Hat 
Athabasca Ennis, Glenn, LiD .....es.e- 4,523 see 12,642 ..... 17,165 
Germain, Adam, Lib ......... 7,080 ....... 20,996 ..... 28,076 Solberg, Monte, Ref....... 21,929....... 22,690..... 44,619 
Chatters, David, Ref ........ 9,382....... 16,196..... 25578 Peace River Hengen, Tom, Lid... 5386 «2... 17,106... 11,724 
Biltek, David A., LID .n.- “29,628 over 30.518 vsionne 680 ‘Kyfiuk, Walter, ig int frie ge sss 2536 
«114,859 Simpson, John, PC ......... 3490...... 20,350... 16861 Véllacott, Maurice, Ref ... -7,688...... ae 12,443 
a0. .. $38,808 Penson, Charlie, Ref..... 30,691....... 27,536......58226 Wascana 
70463 = Ret Deer pestegecl elgg ee ie ee pe nite —— 
q ; 5 urton, John, NDP ..........0+ “167 «0... LOR sis , 
ne 2696 Ml, BOD Re 2M BNE) agaeD 40, Glen Rel QS24 8B BAST 
en ey Yorkton—Melvitie 
17,559 Kennedy, Doug, Lib aos $2,331 Rae $20,485 oye $22,816 Sandercock, Loyd, Lbs 46... 21,082 ..... 21,577 
Williams, John, Ref ...... 14,081 ....... 18,532 ..... 32.614 Carlson, Evan, NDP.........:. 1,160........ 22,966 ..... 24,126 
Phill i ; Breitkreuz, Garry, Ref .... -3,849........ 28,389 ..... 24,539 
1S, JOHN, LID «ass... 10,026........ 10,543 ..... 20569 Wetaskiwin 
Sawyer, Suzanne, PC ...... Kt} ea 8015....... 4,465 hivaaes Dale Fel 3001 so 1707 ..... 20078 TOOTS sinssscvreeccescsynsees 220, 472.... 827,910 .. 607,438 
Hanger, Art, Ref ..........0. 4,624 v.csssen 9,357 ..... 18,981 Wild Rose ; i 
Calgary Southeast Dyck, Bert, PC sennmme 21915 sue 16,671 sn 38585 Manitoba 
Kay, PattiAnne, Lib ..... -12,356 ...... 23,722... 11368 Thompson, Myron, Ref... 4,741... 20,069... 24,800 
Kraychy, Carol, PC ........ 29,044 oooeees 28,505 scesesee Wy 3 5 ; : : Brandon—Souris 
Kenney, Jason, Ref........ 29,727 soe. 27,227 -... 48,954 elowhead = McKinnon, Glen, Lib ....... $11,220 ...... $17,717 ... $28,946 
Love Crawford, N., Lib .... -21,165....... 20,862 ......... 304 
Calgary Southwest Borotsik, Rick, PC .......... 3.940 oases 26412 vsss- 30,952 
Breitkreuz, Cliff, Ref ....... y 7-4 eee D523 «..,. 32,749 Ed, Ref “16,712 26,563 9.851 
so eclghny or ea VET se E2MB ne BPAZ2 Teale enn 200,272. 1,341,568 1,561,840 anew EA, Rel... yea rea 
Brown, Jan Corinne, PC ... ~4,633....... 17,040 ..... 12,406 : Deri ae iis Charleswood St. James—aAssiniboine 
Manning, Preston, Ref ..... 3,397........ 28,818 ..... 32,210 Harvard, John, Lib 18,798 cesses 4 
ron fetes ae ae 
Bronconnier, Dave, Lib ..... 22,083....... 31,945 ..... 54,028 : ALE, CYM, RET sorcerers TOUS voeene JOU... 
Scurfield, Sergei, PC ....... 4705... 22053... 26753 Battlefords—Lloydminster Churchill 
Anders, Rob, Ref... 1,857 acne 26,646... 40,503 HOMICK, GEN, Li ne. “14,288 anes 20,782 ones 6489 Harper, Elia, LID oso 8,625 cess 3,144 nu. 21,516 
Calgary—Nose Hil Len, igs Desjariais, Bev, NOP ....... 1,486... 20,707 ..... 22,198 
Maxim, James, Lib 20,223 ..... 10,773 , Gerry, Peterson, Corky, Ref........ TOT veccesees 6,759 «on... 1,962 
Murray, Pat, PC 25455... -11,985 Blackstran Dauphin—Swan River 
Ablonczy, Diane, Ref... 6515... 29927... 36442 Bodnar, Mortis, Lid 3.614 sone, 23,929... 27543 Cowling, Marlene, Lib... -7,729 ...n- 22,800 ..... 15,101 
Crowtoot Bobiash, Steven, NDP ... -24,383 os. 8,967 nar -15,416 Findlay, Betty, NDP........ 10,853 ....... 24,583 ..... 13,730 
Marshall, Paul, PC... oi ..e - F286 wre TON12 wn 27,386 Bogus, LOM, PC «ene “28,065 wre» 25,668 w..:-2997 
Ramsay, Jack, Ref ...... 40579... 23441... 12962 Shurchill River Mark, Inky, Ref.......ss0s0000 A501 wee 17,249 ..... 12,748 
Bird, Roy H., Lib .......... 16,166 nn. 22,591 «6425 Portage—Lisgar 
eee 483... 12,040... 12503 Laberta, Rick, NDP .... 24,372 28108 ....-1,264 — Palster, Brian W, PC... 3647 .... 26981 .... 90,627 
Gol ring, Pater, Ref. 7919... 26,008 .... 18,989 Wiberg, Daryl, CRE 7 AOE 13,624 ....... 8,387 Hoeppner, Jake E, Ref.. -15,165....... 22.666 «0. 7.501 
Edmonton North Gleim, Ron, Lib 4 ‘oc ee See 
Murphy, Jonathan, Lib ....... -9)322........ 21,612..... 12,200 es paleian ME aig ; as Iftody, David, Lib 
Grey Deborah Ref 13687 2872 4 4210 Smith, Dean, NDP. ........... 18,395 ..... 11,182 Braun, Clare, PC ........ 
aa : ak ib ha Rt ia Morrison, Lee, Ref . 19,309... 25,640 Tardif, Larry, Ref ..sc.cssssssee 
Palliser Saint Boniface 
9075 wre 1,668 -. 20,738 Merchant, TORY, LID ne 16251 ones 28,162...» 99414 Duhamel, Ronald J, Lib -29,498...... 28209 .... 1,284 
9107... 15,019 ..... 24,126 Brogtor, Dick, NDP sci. 11,241 seen 25;568 ..... 36,804 : oar aah 
Terviet Menél:: Pel. 10108... 14508... 4a50 | eto NP 
ey on i75 ‘bao f ay ETON ensees VOD vecesee TF QIO creceee x Simard, Denis, Ref 
784 ososess 28,175 sce Prince Albert Selhirk—Intertal 
McClelland, lan, Ref ...... 22,964 ....... 31,018 ..... 83.982 Kirkby, Gordon, Lib wa... 19,782 ccs 24187 sues 12385 Gerrard ; 
Edmonton West Funk, Ray, NDP. ..ssssssssse ~4,014....... 23,098 ..... 19,084 pin sorgenay BS) not Te 
: McCallum, Kathleen, NDP . 5,049....... 20,633 ..... 25,682 
rjc am tars ae Mere ae ibe oh Ped ca Derrek, Ref ........ VAG? occ 19,097 ..... 20,284 Hilstrom, Howard, Ref ... -3,858........ 12,448 ...... 8.590 
, Dean, Ref ....... 2,498 ....... 26,677 ..... , ina—Lumsden—Lake Centre Winnipeg Centre 
Edmonton—Strathcona Clarke, Kevin, Lib .........0. HBA13 wee 13,502 ....... 8,089 Walker, David, Lib ........... 8825 esses 24,743 ..... 15,918 
Rodger, Ginette, Lib ......... 19,845........ 28,614 ......48459 Solomon, John, NOP ..... 6864....... 28,426 ..... 35,290 Martin, Pat, NDP... 2,068 ....... 17,509 ..... 19577 
Jaffer, Rahim, Ref.......... 13912........ 28,608.....42520 Fuller, G.A. Gerry, Ref ..... -1,163.......... 8,686 ....... 7,523 
Winnipeg North Centre 
Elk Island Regina—Qu'Appelte Opitz Silver, Judy, Lib ....... 2227 ....... 19,663 ..... 21,890 
Bidzinski, Vic, Lib .......... “14,416 o.eseee 19,583 ...00..5,167 ROSS, DON, LID «.....esernee 732,974 ....... 28,669 ...... 4,305 Wasylycia-Leis J.,NDP .... 3,474....... 22,677 ..... 26,151 
Epp, Kan, Ref...-.ssssee 80,206 -..cee. 22,962 sone 7,844 i arg ry NOP ... ps snus ee ve 45982 Winnipeg North—St. Paul 
Lakeland inter, Les, Ref... PO. sacolsie 690 ....... 2,873 Pagtakhan, Rey D, Lib .. -33241 .... 26472... £770 
Thaleshar, Hansa, Lib ..... 3,379... 12843..... 16222 Saskatoon—Humbotdt Yereniuk, Roman, NDP .... 8259 ie. 2977 oon 4718 
Parsons, Les, PC ....ss.ssss0se- BR von 14,831 ..... 13.949 Sheridan, Georgette, Lib ... -5,104....... 15,474 ..... 10,370 Wall, George, PC ......ssss00 9,903 ....... 16,601 ....... 6,699 
Gruending, Dennis, NDP .. 3,246 ...... 28511 .... 25,264 Lewis, Terry, Ref ....n.ne B312 cesecer 15,497 oo... 7,185 
Pankiw, Jim, Ref ......... 21,260 one 28421... 7.161 Winnnipeg South 
Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar Alcock, Reg, Lib ......... 14.164 ores 23,944 scene 95781 
Munro, Tanyss, Lib ........... -2,600....... 19,599 ..... 16,999 Mackness, Bill, PC ........ -16,580........ 19,615 ....... 3,084 
Axworthy, Chris, NDP... -15,192......... 8,796 ...... 6306 Yost, Greg, REP -aseecensenn 8,305 ..s... 17,996 ....... 9,691 
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C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Winnipeg South Centre 
Axworthy, LLoyd, Lib .... 34,921 ....... 23,421 ..... 58,342 
Malabar, Sara, NDP .......... 2,647 «ose 1,874 ....... 4,521 
Winnipeg—Transcona 
Broadbent, R., Lib ............. 13,921 ..... 16,434 
Blaikie, Bill, NDP 17,406 ..... 26,525 
Sterzer, Helen, Ref........... : 9,214 ....... 8,190 
TORII iscsensaiidocessnanseats -216,662 ...... 787,166 ... 570,504 
Ontario 
St. Denis, Brent, Lib ....... 9,149........ 18,746 ....... 9,597 
Wildman, Jody, NDP -12,488 ....... 13,606 ....... 1,118 
Jeffery, Jim, Ref ......-...s00s 4,144... 10,560 ....... 6,416 
Barrie—Simcoe—Bradford 
Carroll, Aileen, Lib ........ 12,430....... 24,014 ..... 36,444 
Trotter, John, PC... 3613 2.00. 11,244 ..... 14,857 
Ainsworth, Bonnie, Ref..... -8,647....... 15120 cir 6,472 
Beaches—East York 
Minna, Maria, Lib ............ 7,988 ws 8,990 ....... 1,052 
22,913 ..... 34,021 
$16,886 ... $37,093 
24,591 ..... 26,081 
See 9,369 ..... 13,880 
20,077 ..... 23,399 
19,016 ....... 4,388 
Brampton West— Mississauga 
Beaumier, Colleen, Lib .... 3,733....... 18,923 ..... 22,656 
Robertson, Kirk, PC ....... 17,854 oe 27,308 ....... 9,449 
McDonald, Erie, Ref ....... 2,133 ...... 12,429 ..... 10,296 
Brant 
Stewart, Jane, Lib .......... 14,179 ....... 25,525 ..... 39,704 
Houssar, Dan, Ref.......... -15,512....... 23,838 ....... 8,326 
Broatview—Greenwood 
Mills, Dennis, Lib.............. 4,259... 13,346 ..... 17,605 
Layton, Jack, NDP........... 38,16 ....... 28,947 ..... 67,083 
Bruce-—Grey 
dackson, Ovid L, Lib ..... “12,767 ....... 23,526 ..... 10,759 
Middlebro’, John, PC ...... 25,740 ....... 31,073 ....... 5,333 
Peer, Murray, Ref ..........00 5,034 ....... 15,002 ..... 20,036 
Burlington 
Torsney, Paddy, Lib 21,080 ...,. 34,594 
Kuegle, Mike, PC....... 3 28,020 ..... 12,419 
Lamping, Terry, Ref .......... 4,445 esos 8,347 ..... 12,793 
Cambritige 
Peric, Janko, Lib ............. \ 22,026 ..... 13,387 
Farnan, Mike, NDP .t 20,497 ....... 5,157 
Olney, Larry, PC ....... ite 24,261 ..... 18,642 
Donaldson, Bill, Ref........ -20,083........ 29,198 ....... 9,110 
Carleton—Gloucester 
Bellemare, Eugéne, Lib ... 5,743........ 20,095 ..... 25,839 
Drapeau, Michel, PC ........ 9,048 ....... 15,992... 6,945 
Chatham—Kent Essex 
Pickard, Jerry, Lib............ 2,995 ....... 24,435 ..... 21,441 
i ‘ site 13,669 
ees 9,963 
Cacela, Charles, Lib ........... 12B wn. 12,491 ..... 12,363 
Masterson, Chris, NDP ..... 5,376 ......... 8971 ..... 14,347 
Don Valley East 
Collenette, David, Lib .... 34,105....... 24,531 ..... 58,636 
Minnan-Wong, Denzil, PC -23,385.......: 25,018 ....... 1,634 
Don Valley West 
Godfrey, John, Lib ......... 12,970 ....... 28,279 ..... 41,249 
Flint, Joanne, PC ............ 16,443........ 24,309 ..... 40,752 
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C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AG$ 
Dufferin—Peel—Wellington—Grey 

Calder, Murray, Lib.......... -3,509........ 13,945 ..... 10,435 
Taylor, Eleanor, PC AB itis. 22,405 ..... 17,360 
Davies, Dave, Ref 32,061 ....... 29,443 ...... 2,619 
Durham 

Shepherd, Alex, Lib ........ 8,859 ....... 22,170..... 13,311 
Cureatz, Sam, PC fe 30,097 
Smyth, lan, Ref ............. 2,172 
Eslinton—iawrence 

Volpe, Joseph, Lib 24,298 ..... 25,277 
Rotenberg, David, PC .... 17,664 ....... 5,100 
a 

Knutson, Gar, Lib ........... -9,417....... 25,316 ..... 15,899 
Watson, Luella, PC. SEAS "11,422 wetenee 26,711 ..... 38,134 
Van Der Veen, John, Ref -19,799......... 9,098 .... -10,706 
Erie—Lincoin 

Maloney, John, Lib........... 9,933 ....... 18,287 ..... 28,220 
Clare, Gord, PC..... 

Maclnnis, Jim, Ref ......... “17,926 ....... 2222 icvsnns 3,295 


Rock, Allan, Lib ............. 85,739....... 30,084 .... 115,824 
Leistra, Alida, PC............ -20,581 ....... 18,964...... -1,617 
Beyak, Jason, Ref $29,009 ... $23,629 
Etobicoke North 

Cullen, ROY, Lib ......ccssss+ 9698 sen 19,765 ..... 29,458 
Luciani, Marco, Ref 10,663 pices 77D veseee 2,934 
Etobicoke—Lakeshore 

Augustine, Jean, Lib 28,277 ..... 37,504 
Donley, Charles, PC ....... 21; 27,458 .....0. 5,594 
Beard, Robert, Ref ......... 13,120 ..... 17,837 
Boudria, Don, Lib ............ 8,869....... 21,041 ..... 29,911 
Guelph—Wellington 

Chamberlain, Brenda, Lib 6,716....... 18,636 ..... 25,352 
Stewart, Dick, PC........... 21,720 ...... 24,028 ....... 2,307 
MeNair, Lyle, Ref ...........04. 8,725 ws... 15,628 ..... 19,353 
Haldimand—Nortoik—Brant 

Speller, Bob, Lib.............. ASOT iin: 12,962 ..... 17,270 
Hazen, Sharon, PC . 6,559....... 16,318 ....... 9,759 
Gilpin, Ken, Ref ...........0 AIRS ssciucs TBST 16,135 
Haliburton—Victoria—Brock 

O'Reilly, John, Lib ........... BOOT eassasct 11,355 ..... 13,692 
Chester, Lorne Edward, PC-11,610 ...... 49,774 ..... 38,164 
Dunn, Pat , Ref..............+- 3,635 ....... 19,573 ..... 15,938 
Halton 

Reed, Julian, Lib........... -16,696 ....... TEE inetniks 401 
Scholtens, Ralph, PC ...... 24,799 ....... 26,515 ..... 51,314 
Malboeuf, Richard, Ref ... -14,477....... y Ly, 5 RR 1,318 
Hamilton East 

Copps, Sheila, Lib ......... 11,775 sesso. 24/855 ..... 36,631 
Marston, Wayne, NDP ...... 5,620 ........ 11,266 ..... 16,886 
Barber, Kevin Samuel, Ref -5,180......... BOG cesccsepe 704 
Hamilton Mountain 

Phinney, Beth, Lib .......... 8,591 ....... TT S38 cine 8,942 
Charlton, Chris, NDP ...... SOUS Sinssas 17,758 ..... 33,262 
Smith, John, PC ............. 6,061 ....... Wate ics 9,151 
Gaasenbeek, Richard, Ref -3,095.......... po so Beh 2,756 
Hamilton West 

Keyes, Stan, LID ...........0 2718 ....1.. 19,090 ..... 16,37 
Horwath, Andrea, NDP....... Ko 15,137 ..... 18,505 
Findlay, John, PC ........+.++ 5,863 ....... 16,066 ..... 21,930 
Griffith, Ken, Ref ............. “7,068 ......... GT Ts csicces 97 
Hastings-Frontenac-Lennox & Addington 
McCormick, Larry, Lib .. -25,874....... 20,816 ...... 5,057 
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C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AG$ 

Kramp, Daryl, PC ........0.+ 2,169....... 23,808 .... 25,972 

McAdam, Sean, Ref.... -15,820...... 19,876 ...... 4,056 

Huron—Bruce 

Steckle, Paul, Lib..............0. 20,384 ..... 20,998 

Schenk, Colleen, PC ... 15,125 ..... 27,498 

Fines, Doug, Ref ............ -18, 24,110 ....... 5,931 

Kenora—fainy River 

Nault, Bob, Lib... 2,207 vcsrve 34,573 ..... 32,366 

Bergman, Ruth, NDP ....... 3,304 ........ TBI csasves 9,007 

Hyatt, Ken, Ref... -21,556....... 25,720 .....+- 4,164 

Kingston and the Islands 

Milliken, Peter, Lib .............. 2. 19,612...... 19,935 

Cooper, HelenC, PC ......... 3,750 vases 22,581 ..... 26,332 

Kitchener Centre 

Redman, Karen, Lib ....... 20,297 ....... 27,256 ..... 47,563 

Reimer, John, PC ........+00+ 6,921....... 20,348 ..... 13,427 

Wilson, Ronald Albert, Ref-17,013......... 6,698 .... -10,314 

Kitchener—Waterioo 

Telegdi, Andrew, Lib ......... TOS lini: 30,087 ..... 29,534 

Woolstencroft, Lynne, PC -21,060....... 27,583 .....- 6,524 

Connolly, Mike, Ref ........ “12,152... 16,448 ....... 4,296 

Lambton—Kent—Middlesex 

Ur, Rose-Marie, Lib ......... 3,442 00... 21,876 ..... 18,434 

Alderson, Victor, PC.......... 4,433 vo. 10,609 ....... 6,176 

Richardson, Brian, Ref ... -14,919....... 27,665 ..... 12,746 

Lanark——Carleton 

Murray, lan, Lib ............000 TD sisseie 23,286 ..... 30,611 

Bell, Bryce Grayson, PC -28,287........ 26,853 ...... -1,435 

Reid, Darrel Robert, Ref .... 7,744 ....... 22,671 ..... 30,415 

Leets—frenville 

Jordan, J0@, LID... $24,168 ... $24,973 

Lawn, Sandra, PC 30,558 ..... 20,800 

Aldridge, Doug, Ref .......... -3200 sss 9,372 sseonr- 6,172 

London North Centre 

Fontana, Joe, Lib . 27,837 ..... 12,601 

Henkel, Jim, PC .. 20,720 ....ss000 718 

Bingham, Tara, Ref 14,406 .....00e2 437 

London West 

Barnes, Sue, Lib ............000+. 

Mazzilli, Frank, PC.......... ~ 

Biggs, Terry, Ref ..........sss. 

London—Fanshawe 

O'Brien, Pat, Lib ............ 9,724 w....0e 16,970 ..... 26,694 

Mathyssen, Irene, NDP ..... 3,598 ....... 21,191 ..... 24,789 
A 6,794 os 7,371 

Markham 

Randhawa, G, Lib ..........00 BRI ios cosaki 9,034 ..... 11,890 

Jones, Jim, PC ............ -20,576 ....... 27,743 ....006 7,167 

Mississauga Centre 

Parrish, Carolyn, Lib ....... 8321". :...0. 15,747 ..... 24,068 

Solomah, Ahmad, PC ...... 9,269 ....... 14,708 ....... 5,439 

Mississauga East 

Guarnieri, Albina, Lib ...... 1,840....... 21,005 ..... 22,845 

Wojnarowicz, Michael, PC -16,336........ 18,616 ....... 2,281 

Mississauga South 

Szabo, Paul, Lib 

Barr, Dick, PC 

Peschisolido, Joe, Ref 

Mississauga West 

Mahoney, Steve, Lib 24,600 ..... 22,589 

Gill, Rami, PC. 31,568 ....... 6,454 

Brant, George, Ref........... $768 0.0... 13,528 ....... 7,760 

Nepean—Carleton 

Pratt, David, Lib .............. Pet OA sisson 26,706 ..... 23,951 

Hill, M.E. Betty, PC ....... -13,807 ....... 25,489 ..... 11,681 

Fitzgerald, Paul, Ref......... 9318 ....... 15,881 ....... 6,563 

Niagara Centre 

Parent, Gib, Lib ............ 10,745 ....... 25,256 ..... 14,511 


C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Johnstone, Don, Ref ...... 4,256....... 11,115... 15,372 
Niagara Fails 
Pillitteri, Gary, Lib ......... 26,811 ....... 19,913...... 6897 
Nicholson, Rob, PC.......... 18,047....... 20,647 ..... 33,694 
Grunstein, Mel, Ref .......... 3673....... 16,935 ..... 13,262 
Nickel Belt 
Bonin, Ray, Lib... 1,852 ....... 21,871 ..... 23,223 
ie, 22,754 ..... 23,029 
25,656 ..... 27,804 
24,163 ..... 10,944 
29,307 ....... 1,015 
12,320 ....... 5,878 
26,835 ..... 25,753 
11,779 ..... 14,540 
17,806 ..... 18,630 
20,449 ....... 3274 
14,846 ....... 2,614 
16,708 ..... 41,528 
30,885 ..... 34,188 
Gray, Wayne, Ref... 3,600 ........ 11,595... 15,135 
Oshawa 
Grose, Ivan B, Lib............ 4,413 ......: 13,370 ....... 8,957 
Nicholson, Brian, NDP ...... 4,243 ....... 17,188 ..... 21,426 
Hayes, Alan, PC ........ss -2,101 ....... 10,349 ....... 8,248 
Davies, Andrew, Ref....... -17,534....... ADIT NV cosuces 1,637 
Ottawa Centre 
Harb, Mae, Lib ................ 10,586 ....... 20,415 ..... 31,002 
Heath, Jamey, NDP ....... $18,108 ...... $15,533 ... $33,637 
Annis, Peter, PC .............. 3,305........ 11,800....... 8,496 
Ottawa South 
Manley, John, Lib........... 60,994 .....1. 23,492 ..... 84,482 
Beardsley, Keith, PC......... -2,609........ AGT coviess 8912 
Dancey, Carla Marie, Ref... 1,460....... 12,157..... 13,616 
Ottawa West—Nepean 
Catterall, Marlene, Lib ..... -9,480....... 27,866 ..... 18,386 
Kopala, Margaret, PC........... BG oossese 14,730 oonns 14,244 
Yeates, Barry, Ref ......... 9,168 2... 18,012 ....... 8,844 
Ottawa—Vanier 
Bélanger, Mauri, Lib ..... 14,269........ 22,430...... 36,699 
Oxford 
Finlay, JOHN, Lib .......sss0e 8,367 .....0. 13,928 ..... 22,290 
MacKenzie, Dave, PC ..... -11,289....... 27,040... 15,751 
Irvine, Bill, REF... 9,169....... 24,035 ..... 14,866 
Parktlale—High Park 
Bulte, Sarmite, Lib.......... 17,889 ....... 23,791 ..... 41,680 
Schmidt, Paul, NDP........... BPD tees 11,706 ..... 15,436 
Parry Sound-—Muskoka 
Mitchell, Andy, Lib ........ $23,625 ..sssee 24,677 ossenes 1,052 
MacKenzie, Lewis, PC ...... 9,859....... 27,156 ..... 37,015 
Spadzinski, Peter, Ref...... “1,808 ....... 19,327 ..... 17,524 
Perth—tiddiesex 
Richardson, John, Lib .... -7,989....... 21,799 ..... 13,811 
tthe Gas 4 PC... -1 = yao 18,450 ..... 16,591 
17,194 ..... 14,712 
26,528 ....... 7,565 
w+ 16,299 ..... 12,089 
30,208 ....... 6995 
28,951 ....... 3,384 
Lewis, Leanne, PC ........... 4,483 ....... 28,724 ..... 24,242 
Griffith, Ken, Ref ............. 7,380 TES sheons 4,148 
Prince 
Vanelief, Lyle, Lib ............ 6,582 ....... 26,758 ..... 33,341 
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C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Timbrell, Dennis, PC ..... -4,935...... 28,302 .... 23,367 
Lewis, Lloyd, Ref......... -22,301 ...... 28,278 xissnnce 972 
Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke 

Clouthier, Hee, Lib .......... 3,095 26,259 ..... 23,164 

Gould, Bob, PC .. 24,285 ..... 18,452 

Pinnell, Ed, Ref... 14,308 ..... 16,768 
Sarnia~—Lambton 

Gallaway, Roger, Lib 15,555 ..... 18,114 
Christie, Dave, Ref............ 5: ee 15,761 ..... 15,632 

Sault Ste. Marie 

Provenzano, Carmen, Lib 15,098....... 14,501 ..... 29,599 
Dietrich, Phyllis, NDP ...... 2,877 ...... 18,398 ..... 15,521 

Rose, David, Ref ............. 7,379 .oesoee 14,520 ......° 7,141 

Scarhorough Centre 

Cannis, John, Lib .......... 19,754 ....... 26,015 ..... 45,769 
Shedden, Brian, PC . . 17,745 
Settatree, Bill, Ref ..........06 15,142 
Scarborough East 

McKay, John N, Lib 18,742 
Keene, D'Arcy, PC.......... .. 2,007 
Henry-Cotnam, C, Ref ...... 4,275 ......s0 6702... Fee 2.428 
Scarborough Southwest 

Wappel, Tom, Lib ......... 18,153....... 16,714 ..... 94,866 
Ambas, Tom, Ref........... -20,863......... 19,312 ...... -1,552 
Scarborough—Agincourt 

Karygiannis, Jim, Lib ..... 11,088....... 25,798 ..... 36,881 

Perkins, Rick, PC ......0.... -1,124 00. 19,525 ..... 18,401 

Scarborough—Rouge River 

Lee, Derek, LID... 9567 sees 19,928 ..... 29,494 
Simcoe North 

DeVillers, Paul, Lib 

Henry, Sharon, PC .......... 

Stock, Peter, Ref........... - 

Bonwick, Paul, Lib ...... -$15,888 ...... $20,375 ..... $4,487 
Mitchell, Shawn, PC.......... 3,142 ....... 18,370 ..... 15,228 
Shaw, Paul, Ref............ -19,506........ 30,720 ..... 11,216 
St. Catharines 

Lastewka, Walt, Lib ........ 10,061 ....... 18,944 ..... 29,005 
Hesp, Rob, Ref ..........:-00 8,697 ....... 20,962 ..... 12.265 
St. Paul's 

Bennett, Carolyn, Lib ...... 11,756 ....... 27,696 ..... 39,452 
Atkins, Peter, PC.............. 11,068....... 18,846 ..... 29,913 
Stoney Creek 

Valeri, Tony, Lib ............. 41,214 
Tomasic, Angie, PC . 15,027 
Downes, Clay, Ref ......... “12,409 ....... 15,580 ....... 3,171 

Stormont—Dundas 

Kilger, Bob, Lib ............ 3,802 ....... 18,312...... 14,510 
O'Shaughnessy, L, PC ..... -9,401 os... 12,753 ...000+ 3,053 
Dillabough, C, Ref ............. 2500 soso. 8578 ..... 10,958 
Sudbury 

Marleau, Diane, Lib ........ 43,104 ....... 16,716 ..... 59,820 
Filo, John, NDP ............. -16,879 ....... 1859" =... 1,652 
Thormhill 

Caplan, Elinor, Lib.......... 65,206 ....... 25,494 ..... 90,700 
Fisch, Bill, PC ...........00 717,433 ....-0: PagtY atc 8,478 
Thunder Bay—Atikokan 

Dromisky, Stan, Lib ......... 2,594 ....... 21,950 ..... 24,545 
Drewes, Jack, NDP : 15,642 ..... 12.458 
Potter, Rick, PC ..... : 16,319 ..... 15,275 
Smith, Sandy, Ref .......006 1,908 .secsees 6,781 ....... 8,085 
Thunder Bay—Superior North 

Comuzzi, Joe, Lib .. . 1,646 29,819 ..... 28,173 
Mather, Chris, NDP . 7; 14,920 ....... 7,467 
Pantry, Doug, Ref ..........0. ° 10,548 ....... 6,570 
Timiskaming —Cochrane 

Serré, Ben, Lib ............+ 24,327 o..... 26,662 ....... 2,335 


C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Timmins—James Bay 

Bélair, Réginald, Lib ....... 2,814 w. 25,364 ..... 22,550 
Samson, Cid, NDP ........... 3,076....... 20,004 ..... 23,079 
Toronto Centre—Rosedale 

Graham, Bill, Lib ........... 16,538 ....... 25,487 ..... 41,974 
MacDonald, D., NDP ........ G2ty, :.a0c 20,512 ..... 29,727 
Probyn, Stephen, PC ...... 16,308 ....... 27,463 ..... 43,771 
Trinity—Spadina 

Janno, Tony, Lib .........00 24,833 ..... 43,913 
Chow, Olivia, NDP 28,179 ..... 82,978 
Vaughan—King—Aurora 

Bevilacqua, Maurizio, Lib 5,101....... 28,061 ..... 33,162 
Coombs, Lara, PC ......... -30,416....... 14,875 .... -15,540 
Waterloo—Wellington 

Myers, Lynn, Lib ..........0se AB oo csses 31,454 2... 31,408 
Dunlop, Mary, PC sp 14,362 .....+ 7,063 
Gerber, Jeff, Ref .........0 B12 vesceee 18,275 ..... 11,563 
Wentworth—Burlington 

Bryden, John, Lib ........... Sri aie 12,659 ..... 10,645 
Aggus, Gerry, PC . 14) 

Lonn, Allan, Ref .........c:ssee0 

Whithy—Ajax 

Longfield, Judi, Lib ........ “1,638 ....... 18,204 ..... 16,567 
Snyder, Frank, PC ......0.0+ 3,853 00. 21,926 ..... 25,779 
Serjeantson, Bill, Ref ....... 11,208 «0... 9,963 ..... 21,165 
Wittowiale 

Peterson, Jim, Lib ......... 64,528....... 20,570 ..... 85,099 
Gardner, Norm, PC ........... 3,775 ...0.. 16,763 ..... 20,538 
Windsor West 

Gray, Herb, Lib ..........0 18,548 ....... 24,414 ..... 42,962 
Milne, Tom, NDP ............ 27BT cassese 16,224 ..... 13,467 
Windsor—St. Clair 

oe Shaughnessy, 

Bs ORES PE 4,176 ....... 27,405 ..... 31,580 
dikes Joe, NDP ..........+: 469 ....... 20,359 ..... 19,890 
York Gentre 
Eggleton, Art, Lib .......... 43,066 ....... 23,894 ..... 66,959 
York North 
Kraft Sloan, Karen, Lib -$15,235...... $26,352 .... $11,117 
Cole, John, PC .......s+0 “19,784 2. 32,288 ..... 12,505 
Mackay, Shauneen, Ref .... -9,370....... 15,184 ....... 5,814 
York South—Weston 
Sgro, Judy, LID .......ssesesee 32,861 ....... 24,429 ..... 57,290 
Nunziata, John, Ind ........ 4,698 ....... 26,738 ..... 22,040 
York West 
Marchi, Sergio, Lib......... 62,808....... 23,554 ..... 86,357 
TORI wisiectantscetaess -249,541 ... 5,433,048 . 5,183,507 

Quebec 
Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik 
Couture, Jeannot, BQ .... -13,664....... 32,820 ..... 19,156 
St-Julien, Guy, Lib ......... 7,902 esses. 27,946 «0. “ee 
Caouette, Armand, PC ... -15,681....... 13,739 ...... -1,942 
Ahuntsic 
Charest, Pauline, BQ ........... SOB Lies. 31,865 ..... 32,231 
Bakopanos, Eleni, Lib ... 20,700........ W311 ..... §1,011 
Roy-Arcelin, Nicole, PC .. -25,185....... 17,136 ...... 8,049 
Pomerleau, Roger, BQ ...... 2,909 ....:.. 17,769 ..... 20,678 
sar agp Yvon, 

Seeded RibabnAaredbevhgs 17,617 ....... 20,429 ..... 47,046 
al Jean, PC... 6,746 ....... 26,825 ..... 20,080 
Argenteuil—Papineau 
Dumas, Maurice, BQ... -19,570....... 31,557... 11,986 
Hébert, Stéphane, Lib ....... $180 ....... 19,178 ..... 13.998 
Robert, André, PC ......... “15,784 ....... 12,389 ...... -3,395 


C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Bas-Richelieu—Nicolet—Bécancour 
Plamondon, Louis, BQ. 15,354....... 29,649 ..... 45,003 
aint 9.599 
22,121 
38,444 
peed 43 
8,157 
Ae 5,383 
bras 6,428 
pa 6,032 
Gosselin, Simone, Lib ... "42.641 See 22,925 ..... 10,284 
Cliche, Michel, PC ........ 13,798 ecssce 13,722 cecessse 71 
Bellechasse-Etchemins-Montmagny- 
Listet 
Langlois, Frangois, BQ ... -25,444 ....... 29,845 -..... 4,401 
Normand, Gilbert, Lib .. -49,426....... 29,662 .... -19,765 
Roy, Denis, PC ......eecsssseeee $00 oeeeeee 23,671 «1... 22,770 
Berthier—Montcalm 
Bellehumeur, Michel, BQ 10,215......... 94,119 ..... 44,334 
Perreault, Lise, Lib .......... “11,719... 26,389 ..... 14,670 
Naud, Réal, PC .......sossessse: ee 3,700 ....... 3517 
Bonaventure—Gasné—iies-tle-ta- 
Mateleine—Pabok 


Coderre, Denis, Lib.......-11,913...... 29,164 .... 17,250 
Brome—Missisquoi 

Lacasse, Noél, BQ............. 1,471 w..... 18,051 ..... 19,522 
Paradis, Denis, Lib .......... 1,864....... 29,088 ..... 30,953 
Boulard, Claude, PC........ $4,509 ...... $14,604 ... $10,095 
Brossartl—tLa Prairie 

Bélanger, Frangoise, BQ... -5,470........ 27,884 ..... 22,414 
Saada, Jacques, Lib ......... a 29,369 ..... 34,500 
Ngo, Kiet, PC ...sscsscsssseee 9,425 ..cceee 10,809... 1,473 
Chambty 

Lebel, Ghislain, BQ ...... 11,111 ....... 31,828 ..... 20,717 
Bourget-Laramée, N, Lib ..... 7,211 ........ 14,113 ..... 21,325 
Parenteau, Jacques, PC... -1,295......... 3,538 ....... 2.244 
Champiain 

Lefebvre, Réjean, BQ ... -18,416....... 34,794 ..... 16,378 
Lesieur, Pierre, Lib .......... ~10,830 ....... 28,796 ..... 17,965 
St-Amant, Yves, PC ...... 21,782 ....... 32,967 ..... 11,185 
Charlesbourg 

Marceau, Richard, BQ.. -10,408....... $2,213 ..... 21,805 
Portelance, Jacques, Lib ...... 184 oe 26,526 ..... 
Renauld, Dany, PC............ $991 ....... 13,595 ....... 7,604 
Charlevoix 

Asselin, Gérard, BQ ....... 1536....... 22,730 ..... 24,266 
Maltais, Ghislain, Lib ...... -13,222....... 26,909 ..... 13,687 
Massicotte, Nicole, PC ...... 2,674 ......... 6,654 ....... 9,328 
Chateauguay 

Godin, Maurice, BQ..... -27,280....... 33,054 ....... 5,774 
Pavone, Sergio, Lib ........ $67,175 .0..... 30,686 .... -36,489 
Lavoie, George F, PC ..... -29,705....... 23,850 ...... 5,855 
Chicoutimi 

Fillion, Gilbert, BQ ......... 25,940... 28,868 ....... 2918 
Harvey, André, PC............+ hee 15,608 ..... 15,966 
Compton—Stanstead 

Bernier, Maurice, BQ....... °13,397 ....... 28,159 ..... 14,802 
Grenier, Gaétan, Lib ........ -11,913....... 18,698 ....... 6,783 
Price, David, PC ............ GI71 0. 16,550 ..... 10,380 
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C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Brummond 
Picard, Pauline, BQ....... -11,089....... 28,549 ..... 17,460 
Méthot, Christian, Lib ........ 16,291 ..... 18,248 
Boisvert, Lyne, PC .............. 15,302 ..... 15,062 
Frontenac—Meyantic 
Chrétien, Jean-Guy, BQ ..... 240....... 28,831 ..... 29,070 
Lecours, Manon, Lib .......... OD srvoncs 21,304 ..... 26,856 
Dodier, Carole, PC ........... 6,701 ......... 9,748 ....... 3,047 
Gatineau 
Picard, Christian, BQ ........ (a 14,201 ..... 16,057 
Assad, Mark, Lib ............ “24,118 «0... 30,097 ....... 5,979 
Cété, Richard, PC.......... 41,122....... 28,163 .... -12,959 
Hochelaga—Maisonneuve 
Ménard, Réal, BQ........... -7,687 ....... 26,557 ..... 18,870 
Malo, Denise, Lib ............. 8,254....... 16,599 ....... 8,345 
Boudreault, Charles, PC ... -1,829......... a 412 
Hull—Ayimer 
Tétreault, Ginette, BQ........... TS 16,014 ..... 16,896 
Massé, Marcel, Lib ......... 30,765 ....... 22.249 ..... 53,014 
Rondeau, Stéphane, PC ... -2,489......... y/o 1,885 
Joliette, 
Laurin, René, BQ............. 1,395 ....... 30,376 ..... 31,771 
Cloutier Bergeron, D.,Lib .... 3,195......... 9,992 ..... 13,187 
Perrault, Anie, PC............- 11,416....... 14,875 ..... 26,291 
Jonquiére 
Bujold Girard, J, BQ .... -11,820........ 24,228 ..... 12,408 
Giguére, Daniel, PC ......... “1,522 0.0... 16,155 ..... 14,633 
20,059 
13,414 
16,015 
Lac-Saint-Jean 
Tremblay, Stéphan, BQ ..... -990....... 24,474 ..... 23,484 
Lajoie, Clément, Lib .......... 6,858 ....... 25,327 ..... 18,469 
Lac-Saint-Louis 
Lincoln, Clifford, Lib ...... -9,804....... 17.218 ....... 7414 
Di Tomaso, Nick, PC .......... r . eee 12,165 ..... 11,934 
LaSalle—tmart 
Chalifoux, Jean, BQ......... $1,477 02... $9,906 .... $11,383 
Martin, Paul, Lib ............ 99,189........ 21,122 ... 120,312 
Laurentides 
Guay, Monique, BQ ....... -1,588 ....... 31,000 ..... 29,412 
Forget, Paul-André, Lib ..... -4,795....... 28,583 ..... 23,788 
Vien, Jacques, PC ......... 25,802 ....... 24,129 ...... -1,673 
Laurier—Sainte-Marie 
Duceppe, Gilles, BQ........ 3,080........ 30,334 ..... 33,413 
26,577 
soe 75 
12,722 
10,698 
Debien, Maud, BQ........... 4,745 oo. 26,918 ..... 31,663 
Paradis, Nathalie, Lib .......... 244 we 24,429 ..... 24,185 
Della Noce, Vincent, PC........ BS... 17,148 ..... 17,341 
Laval West 
Gauthier, Sylvain, BQ .... -13,169........ 25,574 ..... 12,405 
Folco, Raymonde, Lib .. -27,632....... 28,212... 580 
Désormeaux, Yves, PC ........ ee 5aes.... 6901 
Lévis-et-Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére 
Dubé, Antoine, BQ.......... 4174... 34,156 ..... 29,980 
Gosselin, Jocelyne, Lib ...... 1,608 ....... 23,229 ..... 24,832 
Boucher, Thérése, PC ...... 6,183 ..... 9,067 ....... 2,883 
Longueuil 
St-Hilaire, Caroline, BQ -12,319........ 28,764 ..... 16,445 
Marcil, Carole, Lib ............ 4,791 ....... 18,567 ..... 13,777 


C/P - S/D$ - G$ - AGS 
Leduc, Frangois, PC ..... -1,930........ 102F as -902 
Lothiniére 


Manicouagan 
Fournier, Ghislain, BQ -23,908........ 27,465....... 3,557 
Maltais, André, Lib ......... -19,472........ 30,263 ..... 10,790 
Matapedia—Matane 
Canuel, René, BQ 26,425...... 16,936 
Boulay, Robert, Lib 26,683 ..... 16,457 
Gray, Darryl, PC ........ssse: “3,745 veessseee 8,072 ....... 4,326 
Mercier 
Lalonde, F., BQ............ -16,829 ....... 28,096 ..... 11,267 
Bourgeault, René, Lib ..... -10,089....... 19,257 ....... 9,167 
Champagne, Eric, PC .....- -2,640 sss. 1,941 cecccsn 699 
Mount Royal 
Galganov, Howard, Ind ..... 11,754 ...ssse 9021 ...... 20,775 
Finestone, Sheila, Lib ...... 1,954....... 24,053 ..... 26,007 
Notre-Dame-te-Grace—achine 
Dumont-Frenette, G, BQ......... Gi...:: 10,375 ..... 10,440 
Marlene, Lib .. 21,007........ 23,409 ..... 44,417 
Hachey, John V, PC ........ 25,114 we 23,688 ...... -1,456 
Outremont 
Sarra-Bournet, Michel, BQ -9,804........ 23,779 ..... 13.975 
Cauchon, Martin, Lib ..... 69,058 ....... 27,384 ..... 96,442 
Papineau—Saint-Denis 
Beaulieu, Mario, BQ .......... 2884 ....... 12,984 ..... 15,868 
Pettigrew, Pierre, Lib .... 31,343....... 27,526 ..... 58,868 
Pierrefonds—Dollard 
Patry, Bernard, Lib.......... 26,399 ....... 19,761 ..... 46,160 
Drabkin, Neil, PC ..........00. TATB sssee 10,727 ....... 3,252 
Pontiac—Gatineau—Lahelle 
Coulombe, Robert, BQ ... 40,977 ........ 11,744 .... -29,233 
Bertrand, Robert, Lib .... -12,862........ 21,267 ....... 8415 
Miller, Pierre, PC ............. -16,114....... 15,074 ...... 1,040 
Portneutf 
de Savoye, Pierre, BQ . -21,301....... 22,696 ....... 1,395 
Samson, Raynald, Lib .... -$5,037....... $24,712 ... $19,675 
McBain, Raymond, PC...... -6,784 ........ 11,642 ....... 4,858 
Québec 
, Christiane, BQ . 7,368....... 33,197..... 40,505 
Tessier-Couture, C, Lib ...... 4,222........ 32,825 ..... 37,047 
pene 4,426 ....... 3,064 
20,916 ..... 27,931 
A782 ..... 32,248 
BAe 7,7AT os... 3,820 
24,731 ..... 14,708 
part 9,831 ..... 21,098 
10,462 ..... 19,775 
31,571 ..... 28,506 
16,002 ....... 5,718 
17,156 ....... 1,131 
Tremblay, Suzanne, BQ -14,875....... 28,617 ..... 13,742 
Marmen, Réal, Lib 4948 ....... 26,122 ..... 21,174 
Roy, Jean, PC .esesssssessees $1,316 «a. 18941 «0... 12,624 
Riviére-tes-Mille-iles 
Perron, Gilles-A, BQ ...... 2,855....... 30,357 ..... 33,212 
Savignae, Yolaine, Lib ....... 4,252 ....... 25,599 ..... 29,791 
Blanchard, Jean, PC ........ 2,928 oo. ssene 7,779 ocssee 4,850 


C/P - S/DS - GS - AGS 
Roberval 

Gauthier, Michel, BQ ..... -8,406........ 25,942 ..... 17,536 
Boivin, Jean-Pierre, Lib ........ 269 00 30,486 ..... 30,217 
Tanguay, France, PC......... 3,768 o.....00 3,990 .....ss000 222 
Rosemont 

Bigras, Bernard, BQ........ 4,963....... 19,951 ..... 24,314 
Guidi, Frangoise, Lib ....... 4,89 ....... 14,877 ..... 19,770 
Bissonnette, Marc, PC ..... -6,028 ......... 6616 .......... 588 
Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert 

Venne, Pierrette, BOQ .... -19,026....... 29,347 ..... 10,321 
Leblanc, Claude, Lib ....... -36,558 ....... 31,175 ...... 6,382 
Bolté, Camille, PC ...........00. MOOT secscnene i aa 3811 


Bachand, Claude, BQ ........ 0 .....:. 28,586 ..... 28,946 
MacDonald, Diane, Lib ...... 4313 rere 26,024 ..... 24,711 
L’Ecuyer, Gérald, PC ...... -11,491 9,968 ...... -1,523 
Saint-Lambert 

Bélisle, Richard, BQ........ -30,177 ....... 28,350 ...... -1,827 
Thibeault, Yolande, Lib . -15,159....... 29,708 ..... 14,544 
Lafontaine, Jean, PC ........ 2,676 oo... KC ee 928 
Saint-Laurent—Cartierville 

Dion, Stéphane, Lib ....... 12519....... 19,759 ..... 32,279 
Saint-Leonard—Saint-Michel 

Di Genova, Umberto, BQ .. 2,241....... 10,39 ..... 12,636 
Gagliano, Alfonso, Lib .. 38,448....... 21,33} ..... 59,779 
Saint-Maurice 

Duhaime, Yves, BQ ....... -10,531 ........ 8,780 ...... 1,751 
Chrétien, Jean, Lib......... 63,133 ....... 27,521 ..... 90,654 
Shettord 

Leroux, Jean H, BQ .......00 2,946 ....... 28,220 ..... 31,167 
Gareau, Chantal, Lib........ ~16,688........ 23,327........ 6,639 
St-Jacques, Diane, PC . -10,630....... 29,359 ..... 18,729 
Sherbrooke 

Blanchette, Jacques, BQ -14,149....... 32,198 ..... 18,049 
Charest, Jean, PC ......... 10,063 ....... 30,644 ..... 40,697 


Bergeron, Stéphane, BQ 4,048........ 29,089...... 33,137 
Patenaude, Pierre, Lib .... -32,016........ 29,119 ...... -2,898 
Legault, Jean, PC... 7,633 o.eeseeee 9,896 ....... 2,262 
Vertun—Saint-Henri 

Longuépée, Donald, BQ... -11,822....... 29,067 ..... 17,246 
Lavigne, Raymond, Lib.... 1,410....... 21,257 ..... 22,667 
Westmount—Ville-Marie 

Robillard, Luc., Lib 

Davis, Tom, PC, .. 

TOMBS cintcatntcaroscaet -953,059. 4,424,608 3,471,549 
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C/P -. S/D$ - G$ - AG$ 


New Brunswick 
Acadie—Bathurst 


Vautour, Angela, NDP ..... 6,246....... 15,478..... 21,725 

Hamilton, lan, PC .......sssseee Oa 7,910 ....0. 7,087 

Fredericton 

Scott, Andy, Lib... 7,994 seoesse 17,973 «snes 25,987 

Allaby, Cleveland J, PC .... -5,099....... 15,508 ..... 10,408 

McCready, Mark, Ref so: -4.987 sessns 10/830 1... 5,893 
11,429 ..... 12,990 
22,180 ..... 11,467 
16,868 ...... -8,761 


Madawaska—Restigouche 
Arseneault, Guy H, Lib ..... -5,650....... 21,324 ..... 15,674 


Dubé, Jean, PC ............ 1 20,417....... 1,646 

Miramichi 

Hubbard, Charles, Lib ... -11,201....... 20,897 ....... 9,696 

Goodféllow, Allan, NDP ........ We sae AEN oaioes 1,669 

Gibbs, Fernand, PC ....... 14,356 ....... 19,787 ....... §431 

Moncton—Riverview—Dienpe 

Bradshaw, Claudette, Lib 23,811....... 19,503 ..... 43,314 

Barron, Tom, NDP .......... BAI ccm 15,715..... 18,830 

Eaton, Linda, PC... 2.237 vee 25,408 ..... 23,171 

New Brunswick Southwest 

Culbert, Harold, Lib ..........0+0 15,473 

Thompson, Greg, PC .. 17,331 

Banks, Eric N, Ref........... 2,152 .....04. 5,102... 2,949 

Saint John 

Alexander, Diana, Lib ...... -22,782 ....... 24614 ....... 1,862 

Wayne, Elsie E, PC.......... 4587 «00 23,556 ..... 28,144 

Tobique—Mactaquac 

Ringuette-Maltais, P, Lib ... -1,561 ....... 20,031 ..... 18,469 

Bernier, Gilles, PC ....... $2,922 0... 27,721 wae 5,201 

Shaw, Ivan A, Ref............ $996....... 10,346 ....... 4,350 

ROMIIDS scsaiiscelingstorcnies -141,299 .... 524,093 .. 382,794 
Nova Scotia 

Bras d'Or—Cape Breton 

Dingwall, David, Lib ........ 119,984 .....0. 28,133 ... 148,067 

Dockrill, Michelle, NDP... -9,212....... 17,833 ....... 8,621 

Crowdis, Frank, PC... “1,022 .....00 21,245 ..... 20,223 

Cumberiand—Coichester 

Brushett, Dianne, Lib ......... 6513....... 17,504 ..... 24,017 

Casey, Bill, PC ........... 13,837 ....... 26,056 ..... 12.219 

Dartmouth 

Savage, Michael, Lib ........ 7,301 ecsene 22,892 ..... 15,590 

Lill, Wendy, NDP............. 5,258 ....... 24,948 ..... 19,690 

McCleave, Rob, PC ....... “13,504 ....... 28,442 ....... 9,939 

Halifax 

Clancy, Mary, Lib ............ 32,253 ....... 27,559 ...... 4,694 

McDonough, Alexa, NDP 18,471 ....... 28,576 ..... 47,047 

Donahoe, Terry, PC ......... 16,906....... 27,304... 44,211 

Halifax West 

Regan, Geoff, Lib .............. 6,072 ....... 21,545 ..... 27,616 

Earle, Gordon, NDP .... -14,218....... 29,575 ..... 15,357 

Foley, Heather, PC ........... 9,520 ......0 15,705 ....... 6,184 

Kings—Hants 

Murphy, John, Lib ...... 

Brown, Philip A, NDP ...... 

Brison, Scott, PC........... 


C/P - S/DS - G$ - AGS 
Pictou—Antigonish—Guyshorough 

LeBlanc, Francis, Lib ...... -14,090........ 30,339 ..... 16,249 
Long, Charlene, NDP ........ 4,288 voresesse 5,124... 9411 
Mackay, Peter G, PC ...... -9,645........ 30,339 ..... 20,604 
Peters, Beverley, Lib ........ -7,506 .....: 1907 ..... 11,574 
Stoffer, Peter, NDP ......... 3819....... 18,122 ..... 14,303 
Streatch, Ken, PC .......0000 2,524 ....... 21,678 ..... 24,202 
South Shore 

Wells, Derek, Lib ..........s.0++ 4,598 ....... 27,372 ..... 31,970 
Nickerson, B., NDP ......... “1,181 oe. 5,004 ....... 3,823 
Keddy, Gerald, PC ......... 1,214 ....... 28,964 ..... 27,750 
Sydney—Victoria 

MacLean, Vince, Lib ........ 12,381 ....... 23,753 ..... 36,135 
Mancini, Peter, NDP......... 9,536 ....... 18,621 ..... 28,157 
Clarke, Cecil, PC ........... -20,109 ....... 24,048 ....... 3934 
West Nova 

Verran, Harry, Lib ...........+ 3,722 uu... 23,345 ..... 27,067 
Noble, Brian D, NDP . 

Muise, Mark, PC 

Cox, Betty L, Ref.. 


) ha DO *. 8,338 .... 693,776 .. 702,114 


Prince Edward island 


Cardigan 
MacAulay, L., Lib ............ 9,066 ....... 17,594 ..... 26,660 
Hughes, Dan, PC ........+:+++ 5,313 v.00 20,785 ..... 26,097 
Egmont 
McGuire, Joe, Lib ......... 15,862 ....... 21,600 ....... 5,738 
MacDonald, John J, PC... -14,106....... 20,338 ....... 6,232 
Hilishorough 
Proud, George, Lib ....... 15,854 ....... 24,650 ....... 8,797 
Crane, Dolores, NDP ....... 7,149 ...000» 10,597 1.000. 3,448 
Tweel, Mitchell G, PC .... -17,766....... 22,785 ....... 5,019 
Maipeque 
Easter, Wayne, Lib ......... 12,643 ....... 15,798 ..... 28,441 
Gorman, Jimmie, PC ..... -10,490....... 22,379 ..... 11,888 
TO ee, -54,206.... 176,526 .. 122,320 
Newfoundland 
Bonavista—tTrinity—Conception 
Mifflin, Fred J, Lib ......... 10,864 ....... 25,706 ..... 36,570 
March, Fraser, NDP .......... 2,000 .......+. fc, ae 3,724 
Dawe, Randy, PC ......... 36,908 ....... 23,851 .... -13,052 
Burin—St. George's 
Simmons, Roger, Lib ........ 6,058 25,363 ..... 19,305 
Sullivan, David A, NDP ..... 1,000 ........s0 ROS 1,050 
Matthews, Bill, PC .......... 4718 sess. 17,422 ..... 22,134 
Gander—Grand Falls 
Baker, George, Lib ......... 14,148 secoere 16,218 0.00. 5,070 
Barker, Todd, PC ....s.ssss0 -2,050 .evveveee 4,801 ....... 2,751 
Humber—St. Barhe—Baie Verte 
Byrne, Gerry, Lib ........... 72,800 ......+ 26,982 ..... 99,732 
BRM ARE sss ocdiganiny 1,808 ....... 23,827 ..... 25,630 
Labrator 
O'Brien, Lawrence, Lib.... 5,185....... 23,726 ..... 28,910 
Collins, Randy, NDP........... 4,752 ....... 19,088 ..... 23,790 
St. John's East 
Hickey, Bonnie, Lib ........++0+ 9,178 se...» 28,239 ..... 82,417 
Warren, Ted, NDP ............0. 43 ......- 10,329 ..... 11,272 
Doyle, Norman, PC....... 16,978 ....... 21,691 .......4,713 
St. John’s West 
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Volume 
discount 


Please send me: 
1. Black heavy O0% cotton sweat shirt (areshvwak) tche 7 
| CB Large C} x Large Cox: Large {add $3.00 for XX Large) Postage & handling first shirt or cap........ 

™ Total number of sweat shirts @ $32.08 82......000 Postage for each additional shirt or cap add 


2. Biack T-shirt: 106% heavy preshrunk cotton ning peree cea 
CD tage C2 xXtace CB xx Large (ade $2.00 for Xx Large) poopie 5 ae ee Cicheque 


eaneanenees 


Total numer of t-shirts —@ $16.00 ox Make cheques payable to the Canadian Taxpayers Federation 
4. Black man's cap: 100% cotton, brass sizer, embroidered © Name on cart: 
Total number of caps @ $13.00 03 .ecrecesecrscanrens 


Visa/Master card #: Exp date: 


Total cost of orcer 
oo ss has aes sia naa - . Name oO Se ee eee ae 
Less 10% discount on orders of 5 or more So ee a z 

Agiress PC: 


at shirts and T-shirt } be combined) 


discount ; Town/City: Proy 


Please allow 3- P weeks for delivery. Send your order to: The Canadian Taxpayers Federation: 


(Gaps, 
Total less 


rf . er 
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Nominations are NOW 


Tax ie ofthe Year 
ARC 


The Canadian Taxpayers Federation is now 
accepting nominations for its annual Tax Fighter 
of the Year Award. 


This nomination is open to any individual who 
has demonstrated outstanding leadership and 
commitment to the cause of taxpayer 
emancipation. 


We invite all CTF supporters to submit a 
nomination along with a brief statement why 
your nominee qualifies for this prestigious award. 
Your nomination should be postmarked no later 
than February 5, 1999. 


This will be the fourth time this award has been 
given. Presented in Vancouver, last year's recipient 
was founding CTF Board Director Robert 
Matheson, OC, OC, of Edmonton, Alberta.. 


We look forward to receiving your nomination. 


Tax Fighter of the Year Award 1999 
Nominations Committee 


105-438 Victoria Ave. East 
Regina, Sask. 
S4N ON7 


